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ADVERTISEMENT 


TO THE 

SECOND EDITION. 


The following tract was first published in the year 
1830, and has long been out of print. I suffered it to 
remain so under an impression that it had been super¬ 
seded by larger and more elaborate works on the same 
subject; especially those of my learned friend Dr. Todd 
of Dublin. But, finding that it has been recently en¬ 
quired for, two reasons induce me to reprint it. 

First, the knowledge that some persons will look at 
a small pamphlet on such a subject, who would not set 
about reading a large and learned volume. 

Secondly, an apprehension that my suffering the 
work, small as it is, to remain out of print while there 
was any enquiry for it, might look as if I had either 
changed my opinions, or wished to conceal them. 

I have reprinted from the British Magazine for 
July, 1848, some remarks on the publications of Mr. 
Frere, because I consider them not only as illustrative 
of the subject generally, but (so far as I can judge from 
notices and advertisements) seasonable for these times 
in particular. 
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AN ATTEMPT, 

Sfc. 


The common doctrine of the Christian Church, 
grounded on the plain declarations of Scripture, has 
always been, that at some time or other an Apostasy 
must take place, promoted and headed by some person 
or power who is variously designated in the Scripture 
as the Little Horn, the Beast, the Man of Sin, the 
Son of Perdition, and the Wicked One —and who 
has been commonly known in the church under the 
title of Antichrist. 

Thus far the Early Church, and the Protestant 
Church of the present day, are agreed; but, when they 
come to particulars, they differ on three very important 
points. 

It is impossible where so many writers, with so many 
varieties of opinion are concerned to speak with perfect 
accuracy; but I believe that the doctrines which I am 
about to state as those of the Early Church , were held 
by all Christian writers for at least twelve centuries; 
and that those which I ascribe to the Protestant Church , 
have been maintained by most protestant divines, and 
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DOCTRINE OF THE CHURCH. 


are held by most protestant writers on prophecy in the 
present day. The three points of difference are these:— 

(1.) As to the Nature of the Apostasy. 

The Early Church conceived of it as an actual 
departure from Christianity. Not merely a falling off 
from the purity of the Christian faith by professed 
Christians; but as a renunciation of that faith, and a 
falling away from all profession of it, into open, blas¬ 
phemous, and persecuting idolatry. 

The Protestant Church understands the Apostasy to 
mean the impure Christianity of a corrupt part of the 
Christian Church; or a hypocritical profession of Chris¬ 
tianity, by a body falsely pretending to be a Christian 
church. 

(2.) As to the Duration of the Apostasy. 

The Early Church expected that the Apostasy would 
not take place until a few years before the Advent of 
our Lord to judgment; and that the persecution arising- 
out of the apostasy would not last more than three 
years and a half. 

The Protestant Church maintains that the Apostasy 
has long since taken place; and has already existed 
during many centuries. 

(3.) As to the Leader or head of the Apostasy. 

The Early Church expected an individual Antichrist, 
who should be an infidel blasphemer, giving honour to 
no God, suffering no religious worship to be paid to any 
but himself, and requiring that worship from all men 
oh pain of death. 

The Protestant Church supposes a succession of indi- 
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viduals, or bodies of men, each forming the Antichrist 
of its own period, being an integral part of an 
Antichrist to be composed of, and completed in, the 
whole series; and that the individual (when that is the 
hypothesis) or leader (when a church is supposed) has 
been, and is, a Christian bishop, professing to be the 
Vicar of Christ on earth, and to act in his name and 
for his glory. 

It is needless to say that these opinions are widely 
different; but it is worth while to enquire which are 
right Without repeating what I have elsewhere said 
on the absurdity of attempting to apply the predictions 
concerning Antichrist to the Pope, I will at once say, 
that the doctrine of the Early Church, so far as I have 
here stated it, appears to me to be correct and scrip¬ 
tural. 


Subjects of Prophecy. 

I believe that much of the obscurity which rests on 
the predictions of Daniel and St. ifohn has arisen from 
their having been treated as “ chronological ” pro¬ 
phecies; that is, prophecies giving an anticipatory 
history of events which were to take place in the 
Church, from the time when they were delivered until 
the consummation of all things. 

This I conceive to have been an error. It appears 
to me that these predictions relate to things which are 
still future, and that their principal subject.(speaking 
with reference to the space which it occupies) is the 
History of Antichrist —his rise, progress, and de- 

b 2 
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SUBJECTS OF PROPHECY. 


struction. I have no faith therefore in the applications 
of prophecy to the ten Gothic Kingdoms, or the 
delusions of Mahomet, the overthrow of the French 
Monarchy, or the Turkish Empire. I believe that the 
Scripture prophecies do not (unless it may be inci¬ 
dentally) throw any light on the state of things either 
in the church or the world, before the breaking out, or 
to say the utmost, the introductory circumstances, of 
the Apostasy. The main subject is, I believe, the great 
and final conflict between the God of Heaven and the 
God of this world—between the Redeemer and the 
Destroyer of man—between Christ and Antichrist. 

There is, no doubt, much revealed respecting Anti¬ 
christ in other prophecies, especially in the Apocalypse. 
His history, and proceedings, form one great subject— 
or rather perhaps are intimately connected with that 
which does form the great subject—of that Revelation; 
but the prediction of Antichrist, his rise, progress, and 
destruction, appears to be the chief object and subject 
of the book of Daniel. The triumph of Messiah is, of 
course, plainly but more briefly and less circumstan¬ 
tially, stated by that Prophet. 

It appears to me that the visions recorded in the 
book of Daniel, which we may distinguish as those of 
(l.) The Image, ch. ii.— (2.) The Four Beasts, ch. vii. 
-—(3.) The He-Goat, ch. viii. and (4.) The Infidel 
King, ch. xi. were intended to afford successive deve¬ 
lopments of the History of Antichrist. To illustrate 
(I do not venture to say prove) this opinion, I proceed 
to offer a few remarks on each of these visions. 
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I. 

THE VISION OF THE IMAGE. 

Daniel, chap. ii. 31—45. 

It is expressly stated that this Vision was given to 
King Nebuchadnezzar, to make known unto him what 
should be “ in the latter days.” v. 28. 

It is explained that the King himself was symbol¬ 
ized by the head of gold (v. 38), and that the other 
parts of the Image prefigured three other Kingdoms, not 
then in existence, but to arise successively in future 
time. 

There is therefore, I believe, no dispute that the 
first of the four Empires was the Babylonian; but 
whether the other three were, as is commonly sup¬ 
posed, the Medo-Persian, the Grecian, and the 
Roman may be questioned. For myself, I do not 
know how to answer the arguments of Lacunza on this 
point. They may perhaps be briefly stated thus;— 

(1.) The Babylonian Empire was not destroyed, or 
essentially altered, by the fact that Darius the Mede 
and Cyrus the Persian, shook off the yoke of Belshazzar, 
and obtained possession of the capital. Daniel says 
“ In that night was Belshazzar the King of the Chal- 
daeans slain, and Darius the Mede took the Kingdom.” 
Lacunza suggests that when Charles II. King of Spain 
of the House of Austria died, Philip V. of France of 
the House of Bourbon, succeeded him in the kingdom; 
and he asks, in what Kingdom ? none other than 
that same Kingdom of Spain. And as Philip V. 
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coming to the throne of Spain, founded no new King¬ 
dom, but only ruled that of his predecessor, so Darius, 
coming to the throne of the Kingdom of Babylon, 
ruled that empire which had been ruled by Belshazzar 1 . 
The same may be said of the Kingdom of France under 
Corsican sway, and even more strongly of our own 
country. William the Conqueror did not sit on the 
throne of a Norman Kingdom, nor James of a Scotch 
one, nor William of a Dutch one; but all and each 
sat on the throne, and ruled the continuous Kingdom, 
of England. In like manner Darius, taking the King¬ 
dom, became King of the Chaldaeans as Belshazzar had 
been; and so Daniel actually calls him—“ Darius the 
son of Ahasuerus, of the seed of the Medes, which was 
made King over the realm of the Chaldaeans.” (ch. ix. I.) 

Babylon was not destroyed or degraded: on the 
contrary, Darius, Cyrus, and their successors, continued 
it as the seat of government. Even an hundred years 
after the death of Cyrus, Nehemiah was cup-bearer to 
one of his successors whom he simply designates “ the 
King of Babylon V’ The Babylonian empire therefore 
still existed; and even the subsequent removal of the 
seat of government to Persia, which was one of its 
provinces, did not destroy its existence, or its identity. 

(2.) If we make the second empire that of Persia 
beginning with Cyrus, it did not in fact answer the 
terms of the prediction, which announced that the 
second Kingdom should be inferior to the first. This 

1 Vol. I. P. ii. p. 15. Eng. Tr. i. 187* 3 Nehem. xiii. 6. 
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Persian empire never was less, but was always equal 
to, or greater than, the Kingdom of the Chaldaeans 
founded by Nebuchadnezzar. 

(3.) If, on the strength of these considerations, we 
view what have been distinguished as the Babylonian 
and Medo-Persian as forming only successive portions 
of one empire, the Grecian empire founded by Alex¬ 
ander will come to be the second. And so situated it 
seems more in its place.; for it does answer that cha¬ 
racteristic, which (as has been remarked) the Medo- 
Persian empire did not—namely, of inferiority to its 
predecessor—while it does not answer that very 
peculiar mark of the third — in whose place it has 
hitherto stood—namely, of universal dominion—it 
shall “ bear rule over all the earth.” (ch. ii. 29.) 

(4.) This characteristic of universal sovereignty which 
does not suit the Grecian, is more suitable to the 
Roman Empire, than to any other. 

This is I believe a fair though brief sketch of the 
arguments by which Lacunza endeavours to shew that 
the three first Kingdoms are the Babylonian, Grecian, 
and Roman. I must, however, add another argument 
which is to my own mind more convincing than any of 
them. It is simply this—it seems to be clearly stated 
that the fourth Empire (whatever it may be) shall 
exist until the Ancient of Days shall come, and judg¬ 
ment shall be given unto the saints of the Most High; 
and the time shall come that they shall possess the 
Kingdom, (ch. vii. 22.) I suppose it will be admitted 
that the Ancient of Days has not yet come; and that 
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THE FOURTH KINGDOM. 


the time has gone by when the Roman Empire can be 
said to exist even in the interpretations of prophecy. 
History tells us that it has long since passed through 
its decline and fall to absolute extinction. 

I fully agree therefore with Lacunza in the opinion 
that the Roman Empire is not the fourth empire of 
Daniel; and (as I have already said) I do not know 
how to answer his arguments respecting the three 
prior ones; though I am not undertaking to defend 
all that is contained in them, or deducible from his 
statements on the subject. 

And if the Roman Empire is not, what is the fourth? 
Lacunza answers, that it began to be formed in the fifth 
century by the irruption of the barbarians, and is (in 
short) Europe in the divided state in which it has been 
from that period and still continues to be. It seems 
to be a sufficient answer to say, that Europe in its 
present state cannot be the fourth Kingdom, simply 
because it is no Kingdom at all. Nothing but the 
exigency of system could make any interpreter propose 
such a thing. 

What then? are we bound to suppose that the 
fourth Kingdom has as yet come into existence? I 
think not. On the contrary, it seems to me to be 
clearly predicted that Antichrist shall set up a King¬ 
dom, answering more exactly to the predictions of the 
fourth Empire, than either the Roman, or the fanciful 
one of divided Europe, can be made to do. This 
will, I hope, appear in the sequel. In the mean time 
let us observe what seems to be distinctly stated in 
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this vision of the Image, which I conceive to be a 
general outline of the matters contained in the three 
subsequent Visions. 

(1.) It is declared that there should be three other King¬ 
doms after that of Nebuchadnezzar, ii. 39, 40. 

(2.) The specific object being to give the King information 
respecting what should “be in the latter days” (ii. 
28, 29. 45), the second and third , or intermediate. 
Kingdoms are passed over with the very brief, though 
important statements that the former should be inferior 
to that which preceded it, and the latter should bear 
rule over all the earth, ii. 39. 

(3.) The fourth Kingdom, being that which has to do with 
the period to which the vision refers, is more particu¬ 
larly described. 

We seem to learn that at first it shall be strong, 
undivided, despotic, and destructive; but that at a 
later period it shaft be “divided” (ii. 40, 41); and 
though the nature of this division is not explained, it 
seems to be implied in the declaration of what should 
happen “in the days of those Kings ” ( v . 44), when no 
Kings had been expressly mentioned. 

(4.) It is stated that “they”—and it appears as if these 
Kings must be meant—“ shall mingle themselves with 
the seed of men, but they shall not cleave one to 
another ” v . 43. 

(5.) That in the days of those Kings, the God of Heaven 
will set up a Kingdom which shall break in pieces and 
consume all others and stand for ever. v. 44. 
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II. 

THE VISION OF THE FOUR BEASTS. 

Daniel, chap. vii. 

With regard to the preceding vision Daniel acted 
only as interpreter; in this one, which (if we adopt 
the chronology of our bibles) took place about forty- 
eight years afterwards, he was the seer. These con¬ 
siderations may warrant our regarding the two visions 
more in the light of distinct and independent revelations 
than, owing to their juxta-position in the bible, we have, 
perhaps, been used to do. 

The Prophet in his dream saw the four winds of the 
heaven striving together on the sea; and four beasts 
came up from the sea. It does not seem to be 
necessary, and it may be doubted whether it is right, 
to consider these four beasts as corresponding to the 
four portions of the Image. Admitting, for indeed it 
seems to be quite clear, that the fourth beast represents 
the Kingdom symbolized by the fourth portion of the 
Image, yet it does not follow that the head of Gold and 
the Lion are equivalent symbols, nor the breast of 
Silver and the Bear, nor the belly of Brass and the 
Leopard, and commentators might, I conceive, have 
saved themselves the trouble which they have very 
unsuccessfully taken to make out correspondences and 
resemblances between them. 

Indeed it is necessary in order to our taking a right 
view of the case, that we should just glance at the shifts 
to which interpreters following this scheme have been 
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driven, in the attempt to give it some kind of plau¬ 
sibility. Bishop Newton says, “ What was revealed 
unto Nebuchadnezzar .... was again revealed unto 
Daniel with some inlargements and additions .... but 
there is this difference, that what was exhibited to 
Nebuchadnezzar in the form of a great Image, was 
represented to Daniel in the shape of great wild beasts. 
The reason of which is ingeniously assigned by Grotius, 
and after him by Mr. Lowth, * that this image appeared 
with a glorious lustre in the imagination of Nebu¬ 
chadnezzar, whose mind was wholly taken up with 
admiration of worldly pomp and splendor; whereas the 
same monarchies were represented to Daniel under the 
shape of fierce and wild beasts, as being the great 
supporters of idolatry and tyranny in the world*.’” 
This is what Grotius, according to Lowth 4 , “acutely 
observes;” but I cannot see the ingenuity and acute¬ 
ness ; and I presume that to do so we must understand 
that Nebuchadnezzar’s vision was the creature of his 
imagination, and that Daniel’s politics were the same 
as those of Grotius. 

Then why is the head of Gold the same as the Lion 
with eagle’s wings ? Because the King of Babylon is 
called a lion, Jerem. iv. 7, and said to fly as an eagle, 
Jer. xlviii. 40, Ezek. xvii. 3. 12. This may be true 
and of some weight as far as it goes, which is not very 
far; and so no doubt Bishop Newton felt when he 
thought it necessary to add, “The Lion is esteemed 

3 Dissert, on the Prophecies, Vol. I. p. 441. 4 In. v. 31. 
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the King of beasts, and the Eagle the King of birds, 
and therefore [he might go on to say was no more a 
peculiarly fit symbol of the first, than of any other one 
of the dominant empires; but instead of this he goes 
on to say that therefore] the Kingdom of Babylon, 
which is described as the first and noblest Kingdom, 
and was the Kingdom then in being, [what an odd 
reason if one did not know the man] is said to partake 
of the nature of both. Instead of a lion the Vulgar 
Latin, and the Greek and Arabic Versions have a 
lioness ; and it is Jerome’s observation that the King¬ 
dom of Babylon for its cruelty is compared not to a 
lion, but to a lioness, which naturalists say is the 
fiercer of the two.” Then of course it is easy to say 
that “ the Eagle’s wings denote its swiftness and 
rapidity: and the conquests of Babylon were very 
rapid 5 ”—but when we are told that it was “made 
stand upon the feet as a man, and a man’s heart was 
given to it,” what are we to understand ? Bishop 
Newton says, “ What appears most probable is, that 
after the Babylonian empire was subverted, the people 
became more humane and gentle; their minds were 

‘ Bishop Newton found Lowth a poor ally as to the passages which 
he refers to, Jeremiah xlviii. 40, and Ezekiel xvii. 3. 12. On the 
former that commentator says, with great simplicity, “ Conquerors are 
often compared to Eagles and other birds of prey,” and on the latter 
“ Conquerors are elsewhere represented by Eagles who are birds of 
prey, and remarkable for their swiftness.” Of course the obvious 
comparison of a conqueror to a lion or an eagle, goes a very little way 
towards explaining the phsenomenon of a lion with eagle’s wings 
brought forward, and dealt with like the lion seen by the prophet. 
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humbled with their fortune; and they who vaunted as 
if they had been gods, [who says they did ?] now felt 
themselves to be but men.” That is to say, the taking 
of a wild beast of horrible fierceness, ridding him of 
unnatural excrescences belonging to another genus of 
animals, raising him from his prone condition, and not 
only making him stand upon his feet like a man, but 
actually giving him a man’s heart—this, which seems 
as if it could scarcely be supposed to be the work of 
any but its Creator—this is a symbol of subversion, 
degradation, humiliation, and to meet this we are to 
imagine that the people of Babylon, living under tbe 
tyranny of the fierce lioness, went about vaunting 
themselves (poor creatures) as if they had been gods, 
until they became more “humane and gentle,” and 
quite pleasant affable companions, by a bloody revolu¬ 
tion which transferred them from the tyranny of one 
wild beast to that of another. 

And what becomes of these “ humane and gentle ” 
people thus transferred from the lion, or rather per¬ 
haps the fierce and still more cruel lioness, to the 
bear; and recently wakened up to a conviction that 
they are men, women, and children, and not gods at 
all ? “ The very learned Bochart,” says Bishop Newton, 
“ recounts several particulars wherein the Persians re¬ 
sembled bears.” Very likely they might, for more or 
less resemblance may be traced in most nations. I have 
not Bochart’s work at hand, and am not encouraged to 
seek for it by the bishop’s adding, “ but the chief like¬ 
ness consisted in what I have mentionedfor what 
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does the reader imagine that to have been ?—-just this, 
“ for their cruelty and greediness after blood they are 
compared to a bear, which is a most voracious and 
cruel animal.” So that the "humane and gentle” 
people, who, even if we are in this matter to dis¬ 
criminate between Babylonians, Medes, and Persians, 
must have formed the bulk of the population in the 
Medo-Pereian empire, do not seem to have been very 
much improved either in nature or condition. 

I do not, however, mean to say that I admit this as 
an explanation of the symbol. The Bishop suggests 
that the cruelty (of which he gives a horrible descrip¬ 
tion) is intimated in the command, “Arise, devour 
much flesh.” It may be so; though I cannot help 
thinking that we might just as well argue that the 
issuing such a command implied that the beast was to 
be employed in doing what he would not do from 
mere natural instinct. But supposing it true, I doubt 
whether this makes it peculiarly fitted to the Bear 
compared with the Lion. The Bishop tells us, “A 
bear, saith Aristotle, is an all-devouring animal; and 
so saith Grotius the Medo-Persians were great robbers 
and spoilers according to Jeremiah, li. 48. 56.” In a 
note the Bishop quotes the words of Grotius, “ Ursus 
&oov trauma yov [animal omnia vorans] ait Aristoteles 
VIII. 6, sic Medopersse magni praedones,” &c. I doubt 
very much, not only whether this is a true account of 
the animal which divine wisdom selected for the 
symbol, but whether it is the account which Aristotle 
meant to give. It is clear and one would think it must 
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have been obvious to every reader of the philosopher, 
that by a pamphagous animal he meant one that would 
eat all sorts of food as contradistinguished from those 
animals who were select in their feeding, and speci¬ 
fically carnivorous, graminivorous, &c. 

Delusive systems of interpretation are so commonly 
rendered plausible by this species of word-catching, 
that I cannot pass by this instance without one or two 
remarks. 

1. Aristotle immediately explains what he means by 
adding, “for it eats fruit ” ; and having mentioned its 
climbing trees, and further specified leguminous pro¬ 
duce, honey, crabs, and ants, as articles of its diet, he 
adds that it also eats flesh, ical aapxofayu. But even 
when the brute becomes sarcophagous, it seems that he 
is so perverse as to do it in a way which renders him 
worth less than nothing to these commentators. In¬ 
stead of exhibiting the “ greediness after blood ” which 
makes him a fit type of the Medes and Persians he 
makes a point of waiting till the flesh is putrid. 

But suppose, on the other hand, that these Medes 
and Persians had been as much distinguished by 
moderation and philosophical abstemiousness, as they 
are said to have been by “ cruelty and greediness after 
blood,” how would interpreters have seized on the 
popular belief that bears can subsist for an almost 
incredible length of time on their own fat, Mid by 
sucking their own paws. Instead of the ingenious and 
acute Grotius, we should have heard of the profoundly 
learned Brucker, and the Vignette before his pro- 
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foundly learned History of Philosophy, representing a 
bear thus supporting existence, with the motto, “ ipse 

ALIMENTA SIBI.” 

2. Let the reader suppose the Medes and Persians 
to be as cruel and bloodthirsty as Bishop Newton 
represents—let him read the disgusting account given 
by that writer about their skinning people alive, and 
so forth—let him also suppose the Bear to be the 
most cruel and bloodthirsty beast in nature, and there¬ 
fore (indeed therefore chiefly, if not only) most fit to 
typify the bloodthirsty Medes and Persians; will he 
not be surprised to find these very same Medes and 
Persians symbolized by an animal that never thirsts 
after blood, and would not think of tasting flesh? 
Yet it is so. Commentators of this school may say 
what they please, about the Bear, but they cannot 
deny (for they are plainly told viii. 20) that the Ram 
represents the same Medo-Persian empire which they 
have, without any such warranty, assigned to the Bear. 
And this I cannot but consider as a part of the evidence 
that their scheme for interpreting the Vision of the 
Four Beasts is erroneous. More evidence will appear; 
in the mean time I make these remarks chiefly to put 
readers on their guard. Many of them by the time 
they come to the explanation of the Ram in the next 
chapter, have forgotten why they were called on to 
believe that the Medes and Persians resembled Bears. 

To return then to Bishop Newton’s interpretation of 
the Vision; I have already intimated that the long 
and short of it, backed by the great names which he 
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mentions, comes to little more than this—the Baby¬ 
lonian empire was very fierce and cruel, and therefore 
it was like a lion, which is very fierce and cruel; or 
rather a lioness, which is fiercer still—the Medo- 
Persian empire was very fierce and cruel, and therefore 
like a bear which is very fierce and cruel—the details 
of the interpretation are utterly absurd and contempt¬ 
ible. I have noticed the explanation proposed re¬ 
specting the Lion’s being made to stand on his feet 
&c., and what is the nonsense that is offered to us re¬ 
specting the Bear? We are told (vii. 5) “It had three 
ribs in the mouth of it between the teeth of it.” 
Bishop Newton says “These Jerome understands of 
the three Kingdoms of the Babylonians, Medes and 
Persians, which were reduced into one Kingdom [which 
seems to be something like saying that the Bear was 
incorporated with the Lion and so formed a constituent 
part of three ribs which were stuck in his own mouth] 
but Sir Isaac Newton and Bishop Chandler with greater 
propriety explain them to signify the Kingdoms of 
Babylon, Lydia and Egypt, which were conquered by it, 
but were not properly parts and members of its body.” 
Well, but why are these conquests of the Persians 
represented by these symbols ? The Bishop continues, 
“ They might be called ribs, as the conquest of them 
much strengthened the Persian Empire; and they 
might be said to be between the teeth of the bear, as they 
were much grinded and oppressed by the Persians.” 
Ribs may strengthen a man or a bear; but I cannot 
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help thinking that they must be “ properly ” parts and 
members of his body, and that in order to secure such 
service from them, he must not grind them between 
his teeth. 

Again as regards the Leopard—does the reader feel 
any satisfaction in being told that a leopard is a swift 
beast, and Alexander was swift—that it is a spotted 
beast, and so was a “proper emblem according to 
Bochart of the different manners of the nations which 
Alexander commanded; or according to Grotius of the 
various manners of Alexander himself”, sometimes 
drunk sometimes sober, and so on—all very plainly 
typified by a leopard—and besides, the Bishop adds, 
“ the leopard as Bochart observes is of small stature but 
of great courage, so as not to be afraid to engage with 
the lion and the largest beasts; and so Alexander, 
a little King in comparison, of small stature too, and 
with a small army, dared to attack the King of Kings, 
that is Darius whose Kingdom was extended from the 
.flSgean Sea to the Indies. Others” the Bishop adds 
with great gravity “have pursued the comparison 
farther, but with more subtilty than solidity; for” 
saith he “ I conceive the principal point of likeness was 
designed between the swiftness and impetuosity of the 
one and the other.” So that we get little more for 
meaning than that Leopards are swift, and Alexander 
was swift, that leopards are impetuous and Alexander 
was impetuous, though it is not hinted that leopards 
are subject to the same mutations of being “sometimes 
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merciful and sometimes cruel ” that the conqueror was. 
Perhaps their characteristic variegation is only skin- 
deep ; and they do not get drunk at all. 

But how absurdly and inconsistently has the inter¬ 
pretation abandoned the Macedonian Empire, and run 
into the personal history of Alexander. He is a little 
King, with a small army, “ of small stature too ” ;—it 
is amusing to see how this school of interpreters 
catch at the least scrap of what is “literal,” well 
knowing that it is the only salt that can preserve 
their fancies from immediate ridicule, and sometimes 
(as in this case) stooping to pick up such rubbish as 
only increases and exposes their absurdity. He is “a 
little King in comparison ”; that is, he was so once upon 
a time, not now when he bears “ rule over all the 
earth ”—he was a little man; yes, and once upon a 
time he was not even a little man, but an infant. 
But whatever Alexander may have been individually 
as to length or breadth, our question is whether the 
Leopard represents the same thing as the Brazen part 
of the Image. The Kingdom prefigured by the Brass, 
is said to bear rule over all the earth; and Bishop 
Newton has just been doing all he could to magnify 
the little King’s little Kingdom to meet that very 
awkward statement. But supposing the man or the 
Kingdom to be meant, and to have been great or little, 
tall or short, as may happen to be wanted; and that, 
by some process or other, we can make Alexander 
and his Kingdom very like common leopards in “ the 
principal point of likeness ”—that is, in swiftness and 

c 2 
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impetuosity—yet this with which we have to deal is 
not a common Leopard. He has four wings and four 
heads. What are we to understand by them ?—why, 
we are told that wings denote swiftness, which, as we 
have been already informed, is “ the principal point of 
likeness ” in the whole animal; and that the four heads 
did not exist at all while the animal was so swift, and 
impetuous, and pugnacious; that is, during all the 
conquests of the man of small stature, or, in other 
words, during the lifetime of Alexander. According 
to this interpretation he was never a head of the beast, 
but an imperfect beast, with no head at all until it be¬ 
came particularly unlike a Leopard, not only by ceasing 
to b eswift, and variable, and pugnacious, and so forth, 
but by having four heads at once. 

To a reader with no prepossession on the subject it 
would, I think, appear that Daniel saw these beasts 
rise out of the sea all at the same time; and though 
this is no proof that the Kingdoms should arise simul¬ 
taneously, yet it obviously allows the idea; and that 
idea is not in this case (as it seems to be in that of 
the Image) contradicted by the interpretation of the 
vision. If the Prophet’s language does not signify 
their simultaneous rise, it seems clearly to imply their 
contemporary existence. 

Perhaps, too, there is a difference between the fate 
of the three Kingdoms symbolized by the upper parts 
of the Image, and that of those prefigured by the first 
three Beasts. The former seem to be involved along 
with the fourth Kingdom in a common overthrow, 
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amounting to absolute extinction;—“then was the 
iron, the clay, the brass, the silver and the gold broken 
to pieces together, and became like the chaff of the 
summer threshing floors, and the vnnd carried them 
away, that no place was found for them .” ch. ii. 35. 
—the latter appear in some way to survive the fourth 
empire, and when the fourth beast is slain, it is 
added, “ as concerning the rest of the beasts they had 
their dominion taken away, yet their lives were pro* 
longed for a season and time." ch. vii. 12. 

It is right here to add one remark by way of meet¬ 
ing an idea which may be suggested by some words of 
the prophecy to readers who have it not in their power 
to consult the original. They need not be told that 
in english one thing may be before another in two 
ways; that is, the other thing may be either after it 
in time, or behind it in place. Mede says, “ I translate 
not JinnnK in Dan. vii. 24 after them but behind 
them as the greek doth birlou altruv. . . . the 
learned in the tongues know that "inN and HIIN 
signifie as well behind in place as after in time; and 
the first as often and frequently every whit as the 
latter: so also post in latine is indifferently either loci 
or temporis ”The reader will not understand me as 

* Mede’8 Works, Book IV. Epist. xxiv. p. 778. He refers in 
the margin to Gen. xxii. 13, the ram behind Abraham; Ex. xir. 
19, the Angel of the Lord behind the camp; Josh. viil. 2, the 
ambush behind Jericho; 2 Kings ix. 18, Jehu’s command, Turn 
thou behind me; 2 Chron. xiii. 13, Jeroboam’s ambushment behind 
them; Ezek. iii. 12, the voice behind Ezekiel; adding, quite 
unnecessarily, “ et alibi.” 
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giving any opinion respecting Mede’s interpretation of 
the passage referred to; indeed it seems to me to be 
erroneous; and at all events we have not yet come 
to it. I only quote Mede to shew that I am war¬ 
ranted in suggesting that the word used in the original 
is commonly acknowledged and used as one with both 
the meanings, and that I am not bringing any new 
invention to meet my view of the case. When Daniel 
saw the beasts come up from the sea, they must have 
come all at once or singly, or two or more at a time; 
and there is no use in our speculating about the matter 
except so far as to avoid being misled. The impres¬ 
sion on my own mind is that they arose at or about 
the same time; that the first who came to the land 
was the Lion; that the prophet was occupied in watch¬ 
ing him and observing what happened to him, without 
for some time observing that there was another beast 
like a bear by his side, or on one side of him; that he 
then observed what took place with regard to that 
second beast, and having done so his attention was 
directed to a third beast like a leopard, and a fourth, 
which was of some unknown kind. 

As to what he thus saw taking place with regard to 
the three first beasts, I have already observed that the 
process employed with regard to the Lion seems to me 
to be quite opposite to humiliation and degradation. 
The exalting him from his prone condition, and giving 
him not only the posture and attitude, but the heart, 
of a man, may surely rather he considered as giving 
him dominion. And something like it, I imagine, was 
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done to the Bear. He was told to “ arise,” when we 
are not told that he was lying down, but, on the con¬ 
trary, the same word is employed to express his previous 
position. But so we should have said of the Lion, 
that he was at the first standing (like a quadruped), 
and afterwards that he was standing (like a man). 
Historical facts of the same nature are, I believe, sup¬ 
posed by all persons to be symbolized, and therefore we 
may imagine that something like what was done to the 
Lion was done to the Bear, though the details are not 
repeated; and I should be inclined to add to the 
Leopard also, though in his case it is yet more briefly 
said that “ dominion was given to it.” I only suggest 
this for the reader’s consideration, with a belief (and 
a strong confidence that he will concur with me in 
thinking) that I do not insult his faith and understand¬ 
ing, as . if I merely told him in the words of Bishop 
Newton, “ dominion was given to it; which sheweth, as 
Jerome saith, that it was not owing to the fortitude of 
Alexander, but proceeded from the will of the Lord 7 .” 

But there is one question which may, I think, arise 
in the reader’s mind, and with reference to which he 
might have expected more light from commentators 
than I have been able to gain. Indeed I do not know 
of one who has alluded to it. I therefore briefly 
mention it as a matter which I do not profess to be 
able to explain, but which seems to be worthy of con¬ 
sideration, and enquiry, if we desire to understand the 

1 Vol. I. p. 451. 
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prophecy. It is this—Daniel tells us that the Lion’s 
wings were plucked. By whom was this done? If 
we suppose the Lion to represent the Babylonian 
Empire, and the plucking of its wings to be its humilia¬ 
tion, we should expect to find that work performed by 
the Bear who was standing by him. Indeed if 
Daniel remembered the vision of the Image and sup¬ 
posed the Lion and Bear to be equivalent to the Gold 
and Silver, he must surely have expected the omni¬ 
vorous Bear to eat up the Lion, and to be, in its turn, 
eaten up by the Leopard. This he might have ex¬ 
pected even on the principles of what some modem 
interpreters have termed “ symbolical decoram”, though 
he had not then seen his vision of the Ram and He- 
Goat. We know however (though it is somewhat 
anticipating to refer to it) that when the Medo- 
Persian and Grecian Empires were really and avowedly 
represented by these two Beasts, the Ram was at first 
seen by himself, and remained so, and did according 
to his will, and became great, and then the He-Goat 
“ ran unto him in the fury of his power ”, and smote 
him, and cast him down to the ground, and stamped 
upon him. ch. viii. 2—7. This seems natural and 
intelligible, and strengthens my conviction that the 
Bear of the seventh chapter does not symbolize the 
same thing as the Ram of the eighth; and that the 
Leopard of the seventh does not correspond with the 
Goat of the eighth. 

But it is our present business to remark that the 
Bear does not seem to have attacked the Lion, nor the 
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Leopard to have attacked the Bear. There is nothing 
that looks like hostility among them, neither is there 
anything like one succeeding to the dominion of 
another. They are seen living at the same time, and 
it is particularly stated that they should all survive the 
fourth Beast. Moreover, the plucking of the Lion’s 
wings was not all that was done to it—he “ was lifted 
up from the earth, and made stand upon the feet as a 
man, and a man’s heart was given to it.” By what 
agency was this done ? Besides, when this had been 
done to the Lion, and the Bear came under considera¬ 
tion, “ they said thus unto it ”—who said ? It has not 
I believe been supposed that the language of Daniel’s 
prophecy intimates the presence of any person ; and it 
is unsatisfactory to slip over it with the mere state¬ 
ment that the prophet heard a voice addressing the 
Bear, as if he did not know whence or from whom it 
came. And again are we to imagine a mere voice 
stripping the lion of his wings ? His form of speech 
scarcely allows this—“ they said,” he tells us, as if we 
should know without explanation whom he meant. 
Whoever “ they ” might be who spake to the Bear, it 
seems natural to suppose that “ they ” had plucked the 
Lion’s wings, and raised him from his brute posture. 
In the latter part of the vision indeed (v. 16) Daniel 
says, “ I came near unto one of them that stood by, 
and asked him the truth of all this ”—that is, according 
to the common opinion, I believe, he drew near to one 
of those who “stood by” the judgment seat of the 
Ancient of Days, or at least near to the Assembly of 
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Judgment. It may, however, mean one of those who 
had been present from the beginning of the vision, and 
not one of the immense multitude in the presence of 
the Ancient of Days; and I am much inclined to think 
that it was so. The point is not perhaps of great im¬ 
portance so far as regards the interpretation of this 
vision singly considered, but as coupling and connect¬ 
ing it with other prophecies it seems worthy of notice; 
and it may bring under the reader’s view some passages 
of scripture which, as far as I see, have not received 
from interpreters as much attention as might have 
been expected. 

We are told at the commencement of the vision 
before us that “ the four winds of the heaven strove 
upon the great sea”; and the commentaries in general 
would lead the reader to think of nothing more than a 
storm on the Mediterranean. The words however are 
K’DtP »rrn which are (allowing for chaldaic 

variation) exactly the same as what we find in the 
sixth chapter of Zechariah. That Prophet says that 
he “ looked and behold there came four chariots.” He 
enquired what they were, and the answer was, “ These 
are the four spirits of the heavens, which go forth from 
standing before the Lord of all the earth.” St. John 
begins the seventh chapter of the Apocalypse by 
stating that he “ saw four angels standing on the four 
corners of the earth, holding the four winds of the 
earth”, and adds that they were “ the four angels to 
whom it was given to hurt the earth and the sea ” 
when the proper time should arrive; but who were. 
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when he saw them, holding the winds of the earth 
“ that the wind should not blow on the earth, nor on 
the sea, nor on any tree.” Moreover the command to 
the sixth angel who had the trumpet was, “ Loose the 
four angels which are bound in the great river 
Euphrates.” ch. ix. 14. It is remarkable that Daniel 
was on the banks of the Euphrates when he saw his 
vision; though the scene of it was (if our translation 
is right,) on “ the great sea ” and not on “ the great 

• 99 

nver. 

I am sorry that I cannot explain these passages, but 
I am not without hope that the attentive consideration 
of them in connexion with each other, and with some 
other parts of the scripture, may throw light on the 
subject. In the mean time I will only say as referring 
to our particular enquiry that it seems as if Daniel 
meant his reader to understand, and assumed that he 
would understand, that the actions and voice proceeded 
from some present agency which he had previously 
indicated—perhaps “ the four spirits of the heavens ” 
were not mere blasts of air. 

Hitherto, so far as concerns this vision, I have been 
combatting the commonly received opinion that the 
Lion, Bear, and Leopard, correspond to the Gold, 
Silver, and Brass of the Image; but I do not dispute 
that the fourth beast corresponds to the Iron. In fact 
this fourth Kingdom was the great object of enquiry, 
and the great subject of prediction and description, 
ch. vii. 19. 

But while it is the same as that which was before 
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represented under another symbol, many new parti¬ 
culars are given in this vision. Some of them are;— 

(1.) That it should be diverse from all the other King¬ 
doms, and indeed diverse from all Kingdoms, v. 7 . 
19. 23. 

(2.) Whereas, it was before stated that this fourth King¬ 
dom should be divided, and as it should seem among 
Kings, it is here expressly said that it shall be divided 
among ten Kings (v. 24) whom we may suppose to 
have been prefigured by the toes of the Image. 

(3.) That among these ten Kings an eleventh shall arise, 
who shall subdue three of them. 

(4.) That this eleventh King shall blaspheme God, and so 
bring on the ruin of the empire, v. 25. 11. 

(5.) That he shall make war upon the saints and that they 
shall be delivered into his hands and worn out by him 
during a time, times, and the dividing of a time. 
v. 21. 25. 

(6.) That this warfare shall be carried on until the coming 
of the Ancient of Days, v . 22. 

(7.) That a judgment shall sit which shall take away the 
dominion of the beast and destroy him. v, 11. 

(8.) That on the destruction of the empire symbolized by 
the fourth beast, “the greatness of the Kingdom 
under the whole heaven shall be given to the people 
of the saints of the Most High,” v. 27, and they 
“ shall take the Kingdom and possess the Kingdom 
for ever and ever.” v . 18. 

(9.) That the Head of this new Kingdom shall be the Son 
of Man. v . 13, 14. 

(10.) That while the fourth beast is slain and his “body 
destroyed ” the rest of the beasts have their dominion 
taken away; while their lives are prolonged for a 
season and time. See v. 12. 
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Among these particulars there is one (No. 7) on 
which I think it right to add a few remarks. I mean 
the coming of the Ancient of Days. Since the first 
edition of this little work two letters have been pub¬ 
lished on the subject in the British Magazine 8 , which 
appear to me to be worthy of very serious considera¬ 
tion. I do not undertake to say that there may not be 
insurmountable objections, which I do not see, to the 
proposed interpretation; but it is due to the able and 
learned author to suggest to the reader, that he cannot 
fairly form an opinion of the argument from the very 
brief sketch which I now lay before him rather to 
excite enquiry than to satisfy it. Though it is not 
quite according to the order adopted by the author, 
yet in a mere sketch it may perhaps be best to state 
the argument in the following form. 

1. If we conceive the Ancient of Days to have been 
God, we must mean God the Father, expressly and 
hypostatically distinguished as such; unless we are 
prepared to deny that the Son of Man who came to 
him was God the Son. 

2. It contradicts our Lord’s declarations, “ No man 

hath seen God at any time.” John i. 18. “ Not that 

any man hath seen the Father.” lb. vi. 46. 

3. The idea and whole conception of such a judgment 
of the inhabitants of the earth, on the earth, presided 
over by the Almighty Father, seems to contradict the 
declaration of our Lord, “The Father judgeth no man, 
but hath committed all judgment unto the Son.” John 
v. 22. 

* Aug. 1839, p. 153, and Sept. p. 284. 
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4. The heavens must receive the Son of Man until 
the times of the Restitution (airoKaraoraotioe) of all 
things. It is the office of Elias to “ restore all things.” 

'HXtac fiiy ip^erai rrpiurov Ka'i avoKaTuarr\au iravra 9 . 

5. In this vision the Son of Man is seen coming, 
or having come, from heaven; which shews that “ the 
times of the Restitution ” have arrived. 

6. We are not told specifically how Elias shall per¬ 
form his office. But that he, and the work assigned to 
him, should fill a conspicuous place in a representation 
of the things which shall precede the coming of the 
Son of Man, might be reasonably expected. Yet 
where shall we find any reference to his work of 
restoration in the books of Daniel or St. John, unless 
it be in this description of the Ancient of Days, who 
is shewn in the act of restoring the Kingdom to Israel ? 
—“the Ancient of Days came, and judgment was 
given to the saints of the Most High, and the time 
came that the saints possessed the Kingdom 

7. There is nothing in the description of the Ancient 
of Days which asserts, or implies, superhuman nature. 
There is none of the imagery by which the Glory of 
the Lord is elsewhere described by the Prophets. No 
Pavilion of clouds and thick darkness, no attendance of 
Cherubim or Seraphim, angel or archangel, or any of 
the company of heaven; no strong wind breaking in 
pieces the rocks, no earthquake—nothing in short of 

* Matt. xvii. 11. See also Mark ix. 12. 

1 Dan. vii. 22. Compare v. 18. 26, 27. And the question of 
the disciples, “ Lord, wilt thou at this time restore again, airoKad- 
itnaytie, the Kingdom to Israel?" Acts i. 6. 
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the wonderful and supernatural but what might be 
expected in the predicted re-appearance of Elias. He 
quitted the world in a chariot of fire with horses of 
fire; and now the Ancient of Days appears seated on 
a throne of fiery flame with wheels of burning fire. 
Elias before he left the world had power to call down 
fire from heaven on the enemies of God, and it is not 
wonderful that when sent to restore all things before 
the great and terrible day of the Lord, a fiery stream 
should issue and come forth before him. That millions 
of men would speedily be collected to behold such a 
spectacle cannot be doubted. 

I repeat that the reader must not judge of the argu¬ 
ment from this brief sketch of it. If he reads it at 
length he will find that the learned author has brought 
forward a great deal of matter illustrating and corro¬ 
borating his opinion, to which for brevity’s sake I have 
made no allusion. 


III. 

THE VISION OF THE RAM AND HE-GOAT. 


Daniel, chap. viii. 

About two years after he had seen the vision of the 
Four Beasts, Daniel saw another vision in which only 
two beasts appeared. If as most commentators would 
have us believe these beasts represented precisely the 
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same Kingdoms as the Bear and the Leopard, it is 
remarkable that instead of re-appearing in those forms 
they should be seen as a Bam and a He-Goat. This 
might by itself be sufficient to raise a suspicion that 
those are wrong who suppose the Bear and Leopard to 
be the Medo-Persian and Grecian empires; but at all 
events such fancies as they have amused their readers 
with about the voracious Bear, and the variegated 
Leopard, are not wanted in this vision, for Gabriel 
plainly told the prophet, “The Ram which thou sawest 
having two horns are the Kings of Media and Persia, 
and the rough goat is the King of Grecia.” v. 20, 21. 
Moreover the angel goes on to explain that the 
“notable Horn” between the eyes of the He-Goat 
represented the first King, and that when his King¬ 
dom should be broken, four Kingdoms should stand 
up out of the nation but not in his power. 

So far there seems to be no difficulty in applying 
the prophecy to the History of Alexander the Great; 
but when “the great horn was broken” (». 8) and 
there “ came up four notable ones,” then “ out of one 
of them came forth a little horn which waxed exceed¬ 
ing great,” and was I presume the same as the “ little 
Horn” of the fourth beast in the preceding vision. 

(1.) Because the period of this little horn seems to be the 
same as that of the former one. It is particularly 
stated that the events predicted in this vision shall be 
at “ the time of the end,” v. 17, or as it is expressed 
v. 23, “ when the transgressors are come to the full,” 
or “ at the last end of the indignation.” v. 19. Such 
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language can hardly, I think, refer to any period 
prior to the transgressions of the little horn of the 
preceding vision, or the indignation by which it is 
destroyed. 

(2.) Because the same conduct as to blasphemy and perse- • 
cution of the Saints is ascribed to him, as to the little 
horn of the fourth beast. 


Horn of Fourth Beast . 

c. vii. 25—He shall speak great 
words against the Most High, 
and shall wear out the saints 
of the Most High. 


—21.—Made war with the 
saints and prevailed. 


Horn of He-Goat. 

c. viii. 11.—He magnified him¬ 
self even to the Prince of the 
Host; and by him the daily 
sacrifice was taken away, and 
the place of his sanctuary was 
cast down, &c. 

-24.—Shall prosper and 

practice, and destroy the 
mighty and the holy people. 


(3.) Because his destruction appears to be the same. It is 
predicted that this little horn “ shall stand up against 
the Prince of Princes, and be broken without hand,” 
v. 25, and whatever may be the precise meaning of 
this language it seems to connect his rebellion and 
destruction with what we have previously read of the 
judgment of the Ancient of Days and the coming of 
the Son of Man. 


On these grounds I suppose that the little horn of 
this vision, prefigures the same person as the little 
horn of the preceding; or in other words, I suppose 
this vision to be a further development of Antichrist 
and to make known the following particulars, which 
were not revealed by the former visions. 

D 
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(1.) That this person or power shall not only, as we have 
been previously informed, arise among the ten King¬ 
doms of the Empire symbolized by the Fourth Beast, 
but more particularly out of one of the Kingdoms 
into which the empire of Alexander shall have been 
divided. i>. 9. It will be recollected that the angePs 
promise is, “ I will make thee know what shall be in 
the last end of the indignation, for at the time ap¬ 
pointed the end shall be,” v. 19, and that having just 
mentioned the four Kings of the divided Kingdom, he 
passes on at once to “ the latter time of their King¬ 
dom, when the transgressors are come to the full.” 
v . 23. 

(2.) This person or power who had been only very gene¬ 
rally mentioned in the preceding vision, is now more 
particularly described as “ a King of fierce counte¬ 
nance, and understanding dark sentences”—mighty 
but not by his own power—he shall destroy wonder¬ 
fully and prosper and practise and destroy the mighty 
and the holy people—through his policy craft shall 
prosper in his hand and he shall magnify himself in 
his heart and by peace destroy many—he shall stand 
up against the Prince of Princes—but he shall be 
broken without hand. 

(3.) Beside this it is declared that he shall take away the 
daily sacrifice; and cast down the place of his [relating 
I presume to the Prince of the Host against whom it 
is said he shall magnify himself] sanctuary, v. 12. 

(4.) That the duration of the period prefigured by this 
vision as measured from the taking away of the daily 
sacrifice, and the transgression of desolation [that is 
I presume, the casting down of the place of the sanc¬ 
tuary] to the cleansing of the sanctuary, shall be 
2300 evenings and mornings. 
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IV. 


THE VISION CONCERNING THE INFIDEL 

KING. 

Daniel, chap. x. xi. xii. 

This vision, in which “a certain man clothed in 
linen” appeared to Daniel to shew to him that which 
was “ noted in the Scripture of truth” was not attended 
with symbolical representation. It is prophetic His¬ 
tory ; and if I mistake not, the most important part 
of it consists of the history of the same person or 
power symbolized in former visions by the “little 
horn,” is still future. It is not to our purpose to dis¬ 
cuss what may be called the historical introduction 
which occupies the early part of ch. xi. but only to 
shew the identity of the “ vile person” who is obviously 
the chief subject of the vision, with the “ little horn,” 
and this may perhaps be best done by comparing the 
accounts which are given of them respectively in 
ch. vii. viii. and xi. 

Little Horn of Fourth Little Horn of He- Infidel King. 

Beast. Goat. 

In the latter days, for 
yet the vision is for 
many days. x. 14. 

Prevailed until the At the time of the end Even to the time of 
Ancient of Days shall be the vision. the end. xi. 35. 

came. vii. 21, 22. viii. 17. At the time of the 

end. 40. 

D 2 
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Daniel’s vision 


Little Horn of Fourth 
Beast . 


A little horn. v. 8. 


Shall think to change 
times and laws. v. 
25. 


He shall speak great 
words against the 
Most High. v. 25. 


Little Horn of He - 
Goat . 

To make known 
what shall be the 
last end of the in¬ 
dignation. v. 19. 

A little horn. v. 9. 


Through his policy he 
shall cause craft to 
prosper in his hand, 
v. 25. 


By peace shall he de¬ 
stroy many. v. 25. 


He magnified himself 
even to the Prince 
of the Host, 11— 
shall stand up a- 
gainst the Prince of 
princes, v. 11. 


By him the daily sa¬ 
crifice was taken 


Infidel King . 

He shall prosper un¬ 
til the indignation 
be accomplished, 
v. 36. 

A vile person, v. 21. 
with a small people, 
v. 23. 

Shall obtain the king¬ 
dom by flatteries, 
v. 21.—shall work 
deceitfully, v. 23. 
—forecast devices, 
&c. v. 24. 

He shall come in 
peaceably, v. 21.— 
and with the arms 
of a flood shall they 
be overflown from 
before him and shall 
be broken, v. 22. 

He shall exalt himself 
and magnify himself 
above every god, 


and shall speak mar¬ 
vellous things a- 
gainst the God of 
gods. v. 36. 

Arms shall stand 
on his part, and 
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Little Horn of Fourth Little Horn of He - Infidel King . 

Beast, Goat, 

away, and the place they shall pollute 
of his sanctuary was the sanctuary of 

cast down, and a strength and shall 
host was given him take away the daily 
against the daily sa- sacrifice, 

crifice. v. 11. 

Made war with the It cast down the truth They that understand 
saints, and prevail- to the ground, v. 11. among the people 

ed against them. —shall destroy the shall instruct many; 

v. 21. mighty and the holy yet they shall fall 

people, v. 24. by the sword and 

by flame ; by cap¬ 
tivity and by spoil, 
many days. v. 33. 

Practised and pros- Shall prosper till the 
pered. v. 11. indignation be ac¬ 

complished, v. 36 
—to the time of 
the end. v. 35. 

He shall be broken He shall come to his 
without hand. v. end, and none shall 

25. help him. 

Till the Ancient of Shall stand up against And at that time shall 
Days came. 21,22. the Prince of Michael stand up, 
princes. the great prince 

that standeth for 
the children of thy 
people, xii. 1. 

A comparison of these texts seems sufficient to 
establish the identity of the person who is the subject 
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of them; and I know of nothing to contradict that 
supposition. If that person is Antichrist, it is obvious 
then, that in the History of this Infidel, or as some 
commentators have called him Wilful, King (ch. xi. 
36), we are furnished with many additional particulars 
relating to his personal history, his blasphemy of God, 
his persecution of the saints, his enemies, his allies, 
and the scene and circumstances of his warfare. Of 
these I do not venture to speak in detail, because I 
believe, not only from the very letter of the predictions 
themselves, but from the unsatisfactory nature of all 
the attempts which I have seen to explain them, that 
they relate to events still future. 

One thing, however, seems very plain; and I will 
here notice it because I think it is not commonly 
thought of by Christians. The Little Horn will perse¬ 
cute the “ Saints,” who are not more particularly 
described. If former visions could suffer us to doubt, 
the plain declaration of the angel in this vision would 
be sufficient to remove all uncertainty. He says to 
Daniel “Now I am come to make thee understand 
what shall befall thy people in the latter days” (x. 14). 
“At that time” says the angel “thy people shall be 
delivered.” Daniel’s people were the Jews. And no 
one I think can doubt that “the holy people” of 
ch. viii. 24 and xii. 7, were the “Saints,” and the 
people of Daniel. 
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V. 

THE APOCALYPTIC BEAST. 

Revelation, chap. xiii. xvii. xix. 


Having as I think, shewn that the principal person 
or power in each of the visions recorded by Daniel is 
one and the same, I will offer some evidence to shew 
that he is identical with the person or power symbol¬ 
ized by the ten-horned beast in the Revelation. To 
avoid repetition, however, as well as the necessity of 
making an inconvenient number of columns, I will 
merely transcribe some parts of what is declared re¬ 
specting the Beast in the Apocalypse, and add by the 
side what appears to be parallel in the visions of Daniel 
respecting the Little Horn and the Infidel King. 

In them points of resemblance—perhaps I may say 
establishing identity—between the Beast of the Apo¬ 
calypse and the person predicted in the book of Daniel 
may be found in (1.) their universal sovereignty—(2.) 
the union with ten Kings—(3.) the persecution of the 
saints—(4.) blasphemy against God—(5.) warfare with 
Christ—and (6.) their destruction. 

Apocalyptic Beast . Daniel's Visions . 

(1.) Power was given him over Shall devour the whole earth. 
all kindreds and tongues and vii. 23. 
nations . xiii. 7* 

(2.) The ten horns are ten kings The ten horns out of this king- 
—these have one mind, and dom are ten kings that shall 
shall give their power and arise, vii. 24. 
strength to the beast, xvii. 12. 
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Apocalyptic Beast . 

(3.) Power was given unto him 
to continue (margin to make 
war) forty and two months.” 

To make war with the saints 
and to overcome them. xiii. 
5. 7. 

(4.) On his heads, the name of 
blasphemy. 

A mouth speaking great things 
and blasphemies. 

He opened his mouth in 
blasphemy against God, to 
blaspheme his name and his 
tabernacle, and them that dwell 
in heaven, xiii. 1. 5, 6. 

(5.) These [the ten kings] make 
war with the Lamb, and the 
Lamb shall overcome them, 
xvii. 4. 

I saw the beast, and the kings 
of the earth and their armies 
gathered together to make war 
against him that sat on the 
horse (the King of Kings and 
Lord of Lords , v. 16) and 
against his army. xix. 19. 

(6.) The beast was taken, and 
with him the false prophet, xx. 
These both were cast alive into 
a lake of fire burning with 
brimstone, xix. 20. 


Daniel's Visions • 

Shall wear out the saints of the 
Most High and they shall be 
given into his hand until a 
time, and times, and the divid¬ 
ing of time. vii. 25. 

The same horn made war with 
the Saints and prevailed against 
them. vii. 21. 


A mouth speaking great things, 
vii. 8. 

He shall speak great words against 
the Most High. vii. 25. 

Shall speak marvellous things 
against the God of gods. xi. 
36. 

Magnified himself even to the 
Prince of the host. viii. 11. 


He shall stand up against the 
Prince of Princes . viii. 25. 
At that time shall Michael 
stand up the great prince, 
xii. 1. 11. 


The beast was slain and his body 
destroyed, and given to the 
burning flame, vii. 11. 
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The History of the Apocalyptic Beast presents a 
great variety of new matter which is well worth our 
study and consideration, though we cannot expect 
fully to understand what is unfulfilled. Some points 
of farther information conveyed by this vision may be 
mentioned. 

(1.) Whereas it had been stated that “ his power should 
be mighty, but not by his own power” (Dan. viii. 25), 
it is here explicitly declared that “ the Dragon gave 
him his power and his seat and great authority” 
(Rev. xiii. 2). 

(2.) He is called “ the Beast out of the bottomless pit 
and the Beast that was and is not and yet is 99 xvii. 8 
—terms which, whatever may be their full meaning, 
imply something more respecting his nature and 
origin than had been previously revealed. 

(3.) The nature of his blasphemy is more fully stated 
xiii. 1—6. 

(4.) We have the history of another Beast attending upon 
and co-operating with him. xiii. 11. 

(5.) He is represented as ridden on by a woman whose 
history is given. 

(6.) There is the history of the witnesses who oppose 
him. 

(7.) An account of the judgments of God on his fol¬ 
lowers. 

(8.) In addition to these matters, there are fuller details, 
and new information on points which had been before 
revealed. 
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VI. 

THE MAN OF SIN. 

2 Thess. ii. 3—9. 

This passage seems to me as if it must beyond all 
doubt refer to the person and events symbolized and 
described in the visions of Daniel and St. John. In 
other words I suppose Antichrist and the Man of Sin 
to be the same; and consider all attempts to distin¬ 
guish between them as erroneous. The Apostle says;— 

“Let no man deceive you by any means; for that day 
shall not come, except there come a falling away first, and 
that Man of Sin be revealed, the Son of Perdition; 
who opposeth and exalteth himself above all that is called 
God, or that is worshipped; so that he as God sitteth in the 
temple of God, shewing himself that he is God. Remember 
ye not, that when I was yet with you I told you these 
things ? And now ye know what withholdeth that he might 
be revealed in his time. For the mystery of iniquity doth 
already work; only he who now letteth will let until he be 
taken out of the way. And then shall that Wicked be 
revealed, whom the Lord shall consume with the spirit of his 
mouth, and shall destroy with the brightness of his coming,” 
&c. II. Thess. ii. 3—9. 

Supposing, as I do, that this passage relates to the 
same person, I do not see that it contains any infor¬ 
mation which might not be gathered from the Visions 
which we have already considered, except the state¬ 
ment that there was, at the time when the Apostle 
wrote, some impediment—known to the church, and 
therefore probably foretold, and more distinctly stated, 
somewhere in the Scriptures—which prevented the 
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Revelation of the Man of Sin, and would continue to 
do so until it should be taken out of the way. 

There are however two points connected with this 
statement of the Apostle to which I would direct the 
reader’s attention, because though they seem to me 
very obvious and important, they are very generally 
overlooked. 

(1.) The apostle clearly assumes that when the 
Apostasy should take place, the Church would know 
the fact. He was writing to those to whom he had 
said in the former epistle (which he was now writing a 
second epistle to explain) “Ye, brethren, are not in 
darkness, that that day should overtake you as a thief. 
Ye are all the children of light, and the children of 
the day: we are not of the night, nor of darkness. 
Therefore let us not sleep, as do others; but let us 
watch and be sober.” 1 Thess. v. 4. And what were 
they to “watch” for? Not, as some of them seem 
to have supposed, the actual Advent of Christ, but (as 
the apostle wrote his second epistle to explain to 
them) for the Revelation of the Man of Sin, which 
should precede, and give notice of, the Approaching 
Advent. St. Paul assumes, I repeat, that the Thessa- 
lonians, in their character as a part of the Christian 
Church, would have known if the Apostasy had already 
taken place; and would, as a matter of course, know 
whenever it should actually take place. This to be 
sure is natural enough; but it differs widely from the 
view which is taken by most modem expositors, who 
maintain that the Apostasy took place, and existed in 
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great power and dominion for centuries, without detec¬ 
tion by the Church, Nay, that during all that time 
the Church of God mistook the Man of Sin, for the 
Vicar of Christ. Even Protestant Commentators now 
consider the Man of Sin as a true Christian Bishop, 
and concede to the Son of Perdition, the power of 
giving Holy Orders. 

(2.) The destruction of the Man of Sin by the 
advent of Christ is here stated in clear and express 
terms. This is not a symbolical prophecy in which 
expositors may indulge their imaginations; and the 
whole tenor of the two Epistles of the Apostle to the 
Thessalonians, shews that both parties meant a literal, 
personal advent of Christ. This being the case, one of 
these two consequences seems inevitable—either the 
personal advent of Christ must precede the millen¬ 
nium ; or the Man of Sin must live during the mil¬ 
lennium. 2 

1 began this Essay by stating the difference of 
opinion which exists between the protestant writers 
of modern times, and the Early Church on the subject 
of Antichrist; and my object is to lead my readers to 

2 Mr. Faber has noticed this argument in his Sacred Calendar of 
Prophecy, Vol. III. 434, and it is curious to see the shift to which 
he is driven to evade the force of it. He suggests that the Apostle 
in his first Epistle to the Thessalonians, is speaking of a personal 
advent of Christ, and in his second of a figurative coming; and he 
requires a demonstration that the advents spoken of in the two Epistles 
are “ identical.” There is however, in some cases, a higher degree 
of certainty attainable than any which can be obtained from logical, 
or even mathematical demonstration—a certainty arising from the 


Digitized by Google 



ANCIENT DOCTRINE. 


45 


enquire from the Scriptures whether that interpretation 
which has the sanction of antiquity, and which was, 
so far as I know, unquestioned in the Christian Church 
for more than a thousand years, is not the true one. , 
To myself it certainly appears the most simple and 
natural. It is not my present object to attack or 
discuss modern schemes founded on the notion that in 
these prophecies a “ day” means a “ yearbut I must 
say that it is matter of astonishment to me that any 
thoughtful person can for a moment entertain them; 
and I am most of all surprised that those who hold the 
primitive doctrine of the Church respecting the Second 
Advent, and the Personal Reign of Christ on Earth, 
should (as it seems to me in spite of their avowed 
principles of interpretation) adopt the modern expo¬ 
sition of the prophecies respecting Antichrist. Those 
ancient doctrines have of late years been revived, and, 

I thank God, are spreading; but I believe they will 
never be consistently or convincingly maintained, until 
they who hold them shall have returned to something 
like the primitive doctrine respecting Antichrist. 

I do not mean by this to express a belief of all the 
opinions which have been broached by early writers on 
these points; or, on the present occasion, to maintain 
the doctrine of the early church concerning them, any 
farther than I have here stated it; but so far it ap- 


conviction of common sense, respecting things which are self-evident; 
and this certainty (which is in fact the basis of all demonstration) I 
think the reader will feel, who carefully reads the Epistles to the 
Thessalonians, and considers their language and their scope. 
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pears to me to be more worthy of reception than any of 
the systems which are built on the idea of a period of 
1260 years. These systems, as I have said, it is not 
my purpose here to oppose in detail. I write now 
rather with a view to plain, thoughtful, and (if there 
be such) unprejudiced readers, than to the authors or 
compilers of those systems, who as fer as I have ever 
been able to find are almost the only persons who 
understand or believe them. 

When I express a doubt about finding unprejudiced 
readers, I do not mean to use the word in an invidious 
sense; but I believe it is simply true that most per¬ 
sons who are likely to read this tract, are so far pre¬ 
judiced—that is, have so far prejudged the matter of 
which it treats—as to have taken for granted, when 
they thought of it at all, that the popular interpreta¬ 
tion was the right one. All they certainly knew was 
that they understood neither the prophecies them¬ 
selves, nor the controversies to which they had given 
rise. They therefore never once thought of forming 
an opinion for themselves, but charitably (or perhaps 
I should say indolently) took for granted that large 
and laborious expositions which they had no inclina¬ 
tion, perhaps no power, to criticise were right. 

But those who yield this cold assent are not aware 
of the sacrifice of common sense which it requires 
them to make on points respecting which they are very 
competent judges. Let it be granted that they know 
nothing of the scraps of history which are picked out 
and strung together to fill up the 1260 years—nothing 
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about Justinian and Phocas, Pepin and Charlemagne— 
that they are wholly bewildered after a very few turns 
among the Ostrogoths and Visigoths, the Sueves 
and Alanes, the Heruli and Turingi, the Huns and 
Lombards, and are glad to give them their share, or 
any body else’s in the ten Kingdoms, to get rid of 
them—that with the same thankful indifference they 
hand over the Turkish Sultanies, which they had never 
before heard of to Ghelaluddaulas, Sedijduddaulas, 
cognomine Cutlumusus, Sjarfuddulas, and Tagjuddaulas 3 . 
These are to be sure points on which not one reader 
in a hundred has any knowledge whatever, or of which 
he would ever have heard at all but for books on the 
prophecies. But there are, as I have said, others on 
which any person of plain common sense is competent 
to form an opinion. For instance;— 

“And I beheld when he had opened the sixth seal, and lo, 
there was a great earthquake; and the sun became black as 
sackcloth of hair, and the moon became as blood; and the 
stars of heaven fell unto the earth, even as a fig tree casteth 
her untimely figs, when she is shaken of a mighty wind. 
And the heaven departed as a scrowl when it is rolled toge¬ 
ther; and every mountain and island were moved out of 
their places. And the kings of the earth, and the great men, 
and the rich men, and the chief captains, and the mighty 
men, and every bondman, and every free man, hid themselves 
in the dens, and in the rocks of the mountains; and said to 
the mountains and rocks ‘ Fall on us and hide us from the 
face of Him that sitteth on the throne, and from the wrath 

s Mede’s Works, p. 472. 
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of the Lamb: for the great day of his uorath is come; and 
who shall be able to stand ?” Rev. vi. 12. 

Can any man moderately acquainted with the Chris¬ 
tian faith, and the Word of God, doubt that this passage 
refers to the day of judgment? If it does not, may we 
not question whether there is any passage in the Scrip¬ 
tures about the Day of Judgment at all ? Surely some 
who read these lines will wonder at my asking such 
questions; and will hardly believe me when I tell them 
that Brightman, Henry More, Gill, Lowman, Bishop 
Newton, Doddridge, Faber, Holmes, Hales, and I know 
not how many other commentators tell us that this 
tremendous prediction was fulfilled in the days of 
Constantine. Does the reader hesitate to receive the 
astounding information, and ask how any one ever 
came to think of such a thing? Bishop Newton will 
frankly tell him—“ the Series of the Prophecy re¬ 
quires this application.” Vol. III. p. 70. —Perhaps 
we may agree with him so far as to admit that his 
system cannot stand without this application; but it 
is rather too gross an insult to common sense to add, 
as he does, that “ all the phrases and expressions will 
easily admit of such a construction.” To be sure, if 
we may go so far away from the plain letter of scrip¬ 
ture, it will easily admit of any construction; and 
therefore this language which appeared to the long list 
of writers whom I have mentioned, to predict the 
setting up of Christianity on the ruins of Paganism 
under Constantine, has appeared to Mr. Cuninghame, 
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Mr. Frere, Mr. Irving 4 , and others, to predict the setting 
up of Atheism, on the ruins of Christianity, at the 
French revolution. The reader may chuse which he 
pleases,—one may be, just as easily as the other, 
made out to be the “ Great Day of the Wrath of 
the Lamb ”—but to suppose that the prophecy refers to 
the Day of Judgment, however the language of Scrip¬ 
ture may demand it, will violate chronology, and 
overthrow their systems. 

Surely if these Prophecies are Holy Scripture, and 
were “ written for our learning,” it is high time that 
the common sense of the Christian Church should be 
aroused, to seek after some interpretation which may 
do less violence to the Word of God. 

4 Some readers will recollect that Mr. Frere’s system, which had 
previously been popular, obtained a great increase of circulation 
and influence from being adopted by Mr. Irving. In a recent pub¬ 
lication of that system, which will be noticed presently, the inter¬ 
pretation of this passage of the Apocalypse tells us, “ The emblems 
are to be read of the dethronement of the King of France, and 
execution of himself and his queen, the terror and flight of the 
principal nobility, and establishment of Democracy in 1792.” 
p. 40. 
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REMARKS ON SOME WORKS 


OF 

J. H. FRERE, ESQ. 


To the foregoing tract I am induced to add some 
remarks, which I published as a Review in the year 
1848'. My object will be pretty obvious; but a few 
words may make it still plainer. 

In the first place they contain, I think, matter suffi¬ 
cient to expose the ignorance, or dishonesty, of those 
who talk of the “year-day” system as the “pro- 
testant ” one. 

Secondly. It is very curious, and should be very 
instructive, to observe that, utterly opposed as the 
Lutheran calculators were to the “ year-day ” system of 
English interpreters,—setting out in their calculations 
on different principles, and following different courses, 
—both parties agreed (it was almost the only matter 
of date or calculation in which they did agree) that 
the great crisis would take place in a.d. 1847. 

Thirdly. Since that time a work has been published 

1 British Magazine, July, Vol. XXXIV. p. 86. 
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intituled “Notes forming a brief interpretation of the 
Apocalypse: intended to be read in connexion with 
‘ The Combined View of the Prophecies of Daniel, Ezra, 
and St. John’: by James Hatley Frere, Esq., originally 
communicated by the author, and now published by 
permission.” The Editor, who does not give his name, 
states in his preface that the substance of the notes 
was given to him by Mr. Frere, and that they “ have, 
as they now stand, been submitted to him [Mr. Frere], 
and are, by his permission offered as some assistance 
to the study of his interpretation of the Apocalypse, 
pending the more complete view which he purposes to 
give ”;—it may be well before Mr. Frere does this, 
that people should be informed, or reminded, of some 
things which he has done already. 

Fourthly. It will be seen that the work reviewed 
was written “ In reply to a Letter from a Member of 
a Society of Prophetic Students ”; and I wrote the 
remarks upon it not so much with any idea that I could 
disabuse Mr. Frere of his error, as under a hope that 
1 might learn whether the Society of Prophetic Stu¬ 
dents had found their very natural misgivings fairly 
met and satisfied by his reply. This however I have 
not learned—but a few words on this point may come 
better after the Review, which I will now give just as 
it stands. The reader will recollect that it was pub¬ 
lished in July 1848. 

The Great Continental Revolution, marking the Expiration of 
the Times of the Gentiles, a.d. 1847-8. In reply to a 
Letter from a Member of a Society of Prophetic Students. 

E 2 
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To which is added, a Reprint of a Letter dated July 15, 
1845, addressed to the Rev. Dr. Wolff, on the Expiration 
of “The Times of the Gentiles,” a.d. 1847, and of other 
occasional papers illustrative of the present period. By 
James Hatley Frere, Esq. Hatchard, 1848. 8vo. pp. 
123. 

Four and thirty years ago Napoleon was the great 
object of attention. Everybody was anxiously watch¬ 
ing to see what he would do next, and what would 
become of him. At that time Mr. Frere thought that 
he could foresee, and very confidently predicted, one 
important part of the mighty Corsican’s destiny. It 
was not anything which would be obscure, or dis¬ 
putable—it was not liable to be puzzled or hidden by 
subtleties of thought, or figures and mysteries of speech 
—it was a plain, tangible, notorious matter of fact (if 
a fact at all) of which all the world would be fully 
advertised and fully able to judge. A fact so great, 
and singular, and important, and at the same time so 
far from utter improbability, as that while it would be 
no particular voucher for the penetration and sagacity 
of the interpreter if it did happen, it would totally ruin 
his credit if it did not. He confidently told the world 
-that Napoleon Buonaparte would become Emperor of 
Rome. Speaking with reference to Rev. xvii. 11, he 
said:— 

“ This prophecy, which leads us to infer that Buonaparte 
will become Emperor of Rome, is so confirmed by other cir¬ 
cumstantial prophetic evidence, that I do not hesitate to 
avow my conviction of the certainty of the event, although 
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he is at this time so situated, as in appearance to render such 
an event highly improbable—having, however, more than a 
year ago foreseen and declared, from the prophetic writings, 
the reverses which France would undergo, and has since sus¬ 
tained, as well as the termination of her tyrannical career, 
and the future removal of the Empire of Buonaparte from 
France to Italy , I see nothing in his present circumstances 
but what has a direct tendency towards the accomplishment 
of the Prophecies thus understood. Three or four years will 
shew how far I am correct in my views, and I wish now to 
record my opinion, that it may become hereafter an evidence of 
the clearness and precision of the prophetic writings .**—Com¬ 
bined View, p. 101, n. 

Lackaday, it is evidence of something very different. 
But so confident was the writer, and so fearful that 
when the event should happen he might not get credit 
for the actual extent of his foresight, that he added, in 
an italic parenthesis to the note from which we have 
just quoted, “(This note dated 30 th April\ 1814. 
Prmted 28 th May, 1814.)” 

This, however, was not the only point on which 
Mr. Frere ventured to be very explicit, and to put 
together facts and dates with what has turned out to 
be mistaken confidence. With full complacency he 
told his readers, in the same work:— 

“It has already been clearly shewn, in examining 
other prophecies, that the 1260 years* prosperity of the 
Papacy terminated in the year 1792; and that the thirty 
years* destruction of the Roman Empire will terminate in the 
year 1822, when the Papal and Infidel powers will be de- 
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stroyed, and the Jews restored to their own land; after this, 
we have found, that prophetic history becomes less distinct,” 
&c.— Comb. View, p. 244. 

But readers in 1815 were not much disheartened 
by learning that prophetic history was “ less distinct ” 
after 1822. In the course of seven years, and in the 
midst of such events as were more distinct, and as 
were so confidently announced as “clearly shewn,” 
and as seemed therefore to be beyond all doubt, they 
might be content to wait, and naturally expect that 
something more would be developed respecting the 
still future. Perhaps it was a state of more gratifying 
excitement to know that such great matters would 
happen within seven years, and that then nobody could 
guess what would follow, than could have been produced 
by any professed explanation of everything. 

To return, however, to matters of fact—it is hardly 
necessary to say, that Napoleon did not remove the 
seat of his Empire to Rome, or that, whatever may be 
said of the Papal Power as continuing or ceasing, or of 
the Infidel Power as having existed at all, it is quite 
clear that the Jews had not been restored long after 
the year 1822. Such an issue with regard to things 
so strongly predicted and “ clearly shewn,”—such plain, 
undeniable, miserable failure in things so weighty— 
would have discouraged some interpreters. But not so 
Mr. Frere. Napoleon was gone; but he had left a 
son who, “having himself shared the brief seventh 
headship of the Roman Empire, seemed qualified, in 
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an extraordinary manner, to answer the various con¬ 
ditions of the prophecy of Rev. xvii. 8—11 2 .” So all 
might come right. 

But—alas! for the interpretation and the inter¬ 
preter—the young Duke of Reichstadt, like his father, 
died without being Emperor of Rome, or indeed Em¬ 
peror of anything. It was necessary to put forth 
something to patch up the system, which, after a re¬ 
prieve of ten years, was so seriously endangered by the 
loss of the septimo-octave head of the beast. Accord¬ 
ingly, Mr. Frere published the pamphlet, to which we 
have already alluded in a note, by which it appears 
that the effect produced on his own mind by these 
failures was anything but a diminution of self-con¬ 
fidence. We have looked in vain for anything like a 
penitent acknowledgment, and apology to his fellow- 
Christians, whom, for so many years, he had been 
labouring to bring into a misunderstanding of God’s 
Holy Word, and a wrong belief respecting His pur¬ 
poses—whom, in short, he had been working with all 
his might to bring under what now turned out to be 
a manifest delusion. He seems only to have made it a 
ground for renewed and increased exertion, and to 
have felt the incredulity with which his speculations 

3 “Three Letters on the Prophecies, on the true place of the 
Seventh Seal, the Infidel Individual Antichrist, and Antiochus 
Epiphanes, as a supposed subject of Prophecy ; being in continua¬ 
tion of Eight Letters published in 1831. By James Hatley Frere, 
Esq. ‘ Though the vision tarry, wait for it: because it will surely 
come, it will not tarry.* Habak. chap. ii. v. 3.’* London: 
Hatchard, 1833. 8vo. 
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had been met (and which was not likely to be dimi¬ 
nished by recent failures), as a reason—not for doubting 
whether God had really given him a talent for ex¬ 
pounding the prophecies, but—for making a more 
constant and vigorous use of that which he supposed, 
notwithstanding appearances, really was such a talent. 
In the first of these three Letters 8 ,—which appears to 
have been originally addressed to the Editor of the 
Christian Herald, in Nov. 1832, and inserted in the 
December number of that work,—the writer says :— 

“As you have done me the favour of inviting my cor¬ 
respondence, I will state that I see no impediment to my 
supplying you occasionally with such expositions of the 
various parts of the Apocalypse, as result from this chro¬ 
nological arrangement; provided you will allow me to aim at 
nothing further in my papers than to make myself intelligible. 
In truth, I have a much higher motive to actuate me than 
could be supplied by desire of literary distinction, even were 
that within my reach; for finding, after twenty years, that 
this my one talent, which, as I must believe, has been com¬ 
mitted to me for the benefit of the Church, has been hitherto 
unproductive; it becomes of vital importance that it should 
be made clear that this result has not been owing to any 
indifference on my part; but to the apathy of others, to 
whom I have vainly laboured, during the long period above 
referred to, to make known the character and meaning of 
this portion of the sacred volume.” 

Again he concludes the second of the letters by 
saying—• 

3 It seems to have been the ninth of a series, of which we have 
not the pamphlet containing the former eight at hand. 
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“ I would also vindicate the subject of prophecy by testify¬ 
ing, that painful and discouraging as have been my few 
attempts to communicate to the church whatever knowledge 
of it I may possess, it has of itself ministered to me nothing 
but satisfaction and delight; and so certain do its results 
appear to me, that, not even at, or since the death of Buona¬ 
parte, (as I desire to record with thankfulness,) has one 
flitting cloud of doubt or unbelief ever for a moment passed 
across my mind; and to any, if such there be, who feel a due 
interest in these divine revelations, I would say, The vision 
is certain, and the interpretation thereof, as far as it has been 
fulfilled, is sure; and wait yet but for a little, and that of the 
future shall be equally so.” 

It seems very clear that the writer of the letter did 
not exactly know what to say just then; but it is worth 
while to quote part of a note which he appended to 
this letter, partly for the view which it gives us of his 
mind and feelings, and partly because he makes a 
particular reference to it in his new publication. He 
says:— 

“ Having stated in the preceding note the various instances 
in which I have correctly interpreted unfulfilled prophecy, I 
must now confess, that I originally expected all these events 
to be crowded into a much shorter space, and to take place 
before the year 1823. The cause of which was, &c .”—Three 
Letters , p. 28. 

The causes, however, by which Mr. Frere supposed 
himself to have been misled (for that they were not 
the real ones seems to us beyond all question) we need 
not extract, and we only quote the foregoing lines for 
the sake of what occurs in a subsequent part of the 
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same letter, and which we cannot lay before the reader 
without expressly saying that we do most sincerely 
give the writer as full credit for honesty and good 
intention, as we do for an almost incredible self-com¬ 
placency, and an immovable conviction that he had 
a special talent for a work in which he was so eminently 
unsuccessful. 

“ I would now also be equally forward to discover and 
make known any farther error; entertaining a just con¬ 
fidence, founded alone upon the perfection of the subject 
which I have undertaken to discuss, that if ever events shall 
hereafter call upon me to do so, (though this in my estima¬ 
tion is rendered highly improbable by the scheme of pro¬ 
phetic interpretation being now so complete,) it will be upon 
intelligible 4 grounds; and with a result which, as in the 
former instance, will rather entitle me to the thanks, than 
expose me to the censure of those who are interested with 
me in the rational, scientific, and reverential investigation of 
the prophetic Scriptures.”— Ibid., p. 29. 

This letter and note Mr. Frere published in 1832 
and 1833. What he wrote afterwards we only know 
from the pamphlet which he has just issued; and 

4 The italics are the author’s. Why he used them we know 
not, unless it were as a hit at some of his opponent interpreters; 
who no doubt deserve it. Whether any of them may retort that 
what is considered “ intelligible ” by Mr. Frere, seems otherwise to 
them, is another matter. He should remember, too, that even what 
is quite intelligible may be quite untrue and absurd. We should 
not charge a man with being unintelligible if he were to come back 
from the East, and tell us that he had renounced his old opinion on 
the subject, and now firmly believed that two and two made five, 
because he had heard the Caliph of Bagdad affirm it. 
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which, as the reader may see by its title at the head 
of this notice, contains a reprint of some former pub¬ 
lications. One of these is a letter to Dr. Wolff, which 
will shew how the system had been altered and re¬ 
paired after its failure. This might perhaps be briefly 
stated by saying that it was somehow, but very satis¬ 
factorily, discovered that what had been expected to 
happen in 1822 was really to happen in 1847; but the 
letter is so characteristic and curious, and the fact of 
its republication by the author now , is so singular, that 
we must give some extracts from it. It is dated 15th 
July, 1845, and entitled “ On the expiration of the 
‘Times of the Gentiles,’ a.d. 1847.” In the course of 
it the writer says:— 

“ You mentioned in a letter you were so kind as to write 
to me dated 14th May, 1835, stating some farther particulars 
relating to these manuscripts, that the Jews of Bokhara on 
being informed by you that such a result of the examination 
of Dan. viii. 14, in their most ancient copies of the Scriptures 
had been anticipated in England, ‘ on the ground of simple 
calculations/ replied, that we ‘ Gentiles in Europe must be a 
very wise people.* 

“Now we are, doubtless, a very wise people, capable of 
any investigation, and of making any discovery or advance in 
science; but we are also, at least in England, a very busy 
people, and where every one is occupied in his own pursuits, 
and probably also by his own prepossessions, it is often diffi¬ 
cult to gain attention to any truth, or to any discovery how¬ 
ever important in its results, so that it may be long before it 
makes its way and becomes generally admitted, if it be not, 
peradventure, lost for ever. It becomes therefore desirable 
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for any one in possession of such truth, to take every oppor¬ 
tunity of inculcating it. I am therefore willing to take 
advantage of the occasion of your return to England to 
address to you, and through you to the public at large, a few 
observations illustrative of a truth which you have by your 
former and later researches assisted me to prove; namely, 
the probable importance of the coming epoch £.d. 1847, 
than which it is impossible that any subject can at this time 
be more universally interesting; and I shall endeavour to 
explain upon what grounds, two and thirty years ago, this its 
importance was first inferred by me. Again, what confirma¬ 
tions I have subsequently obtained of it, independently of 
that very satisfactory one which your researches have pro¬ 
duced. And lastly, what is the character, as testified by pro¬ 
phecy, of this now rapidly approaching epoch: and as two 
and thirty years of the intermediate space have now already 
passed away since it was first given by me to the public, and 
little more than two years remain unexpired before it arrives, 
it will be very interesting to me under these circumstances 
to state the grounds of my past and present belief; and the 
public, or some portion of it, may be more willing now than 
formerly to examine these grounds, seeing that their judg¬ 
ment upon them, whether favourable or adverse to mine, will 
in so short a time be refuted or confirmed by the event/ 5 

The scheme has indeed been refuted; and one 
cannot help being surprised that Mr. Frere should take 
such an occasion to reprint what he wrote when he 
was looking forward to its confirmation by events in 
1847. But we are truly glad that he has done so, for 
the way in which, as he states, he came to fix on that 
date, deserves the attention of sober and thoughtful 
Christians. The boldness with which he repudiated 
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the received text of Scripture, when he found that it 
crossed his scheme, and authoritatively pronounced that 
“ no interpretation of it could be given,” is quite fear¬ 
ful ; but it shall be stated in his own words, as he now 
republishes them. We have no desire to hurt the 
feelings of Mr. Frere, and, to say the truth, we have 
no great fear of doing so; but we really think that it 
is a duty to lay before our readers a specimen of the 
speculations in which a great many good men, and still 
more good women, spend their time and thoughts, and 
too often renounce their common sense, and prostitute 
their faith. However, the history of the opinion re¬ 
lating to the year 1847 is thus related :— 

“ The length of the vision, as terminating with the cleans¬ 
ing of the Eastern Sanctuary or Temple of Jerusalem from 
the Mahometan superstition, is however in our text of Dan. 
viii. 14, declared to be a period of 2300 years, which consi¬ 
dered as commencing a.d. 553, would bring its termination 
to the past year a.d. 1747, when no such event took place. 
The only report *then that I could make upon the examina¬ 
tion of this prophecy, (as an honest interpreter who had full 
confidence in his subject, and was assured that if he was 
faithful to it, whatever difficulties might for a time appear, 
he should in the end be borne out harmless,) was this, that 
with our present text, stating the length of the vision as 2300 
years, no interpretation of it could be given; accordingly I 
gave my interpretation only hypothetically, on the supposi¬ 
tion that it would be found in some ancient Hebrew manu¬ 
script that our text was defective, and that the reading of the 
Vatican copy of the Greek Septuagint,—viz., 2400 years, 5 

5 We do not here, or elsewhere, mean to charge Mr. Frere, or 
some other writers on the same subject, with dishonesty; but it is 
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would be confirmed as the true reading; bringing the cleans¬ 
ing of the Eastern Sanctuary down to the future year 1847. 
This expectation was the ground of my request made to you 
previously to your first expedition to the East, that you 
would examine this text in the most ancient manuscripts you 
could meet with, and I need not say how satisfactory has 
been the result confirming it appears, by six most ancient 
Hebrew manuscripts, and by one in the Armenian tongue, 
the correctness of my anticipations relative to the future 
termination of this vision, a.d. 1847. 

“ I have now to mention a second evidence, tending to 
establish the year 1847 as the epoch of the cleansing of the 
Eastern Sanctuary from the Mahometan superstition, of an 
equally unsuspicious character with the foregoing, inasmuch 
as the confirmatory fact was not known to be a fact, when a 
reference was made to it, as an expected future confirmation. 

“ Tn explanation of which, I must observe that it was a 
favourite idea of a preceding celebrated commentator, form¬ 
ing indeed the basis of his general system, that Popery in 
the west, and Mahometanism in the east, were contemporary 
apostacies, beginning at the same date, a.d. 606: and re¬ 
flecting upon this view, now many years ago, as being an 


quite necessary to notice the free and easy, slip-along, way in which 
they introduce their interpretations, as if they were the very word of 
God. Of course Mr. Frere does not mean to say that the Septua- 
gint has anything about years , but only days , which it gives as the 
translation of Daniel’s evening-mornings. Yet who could guess this 
from his way of stating the matter ? He had before, in this letter, 
thanked Dr. Wolff for informing him that u the reading of Daniel 
viii. 14, in the two oldest Hebrew manuscripts there extant, is not, 
as in our copies, 2300, but 2400 years.” We may well believe that 
Dr. Wolff confined his statements (certainly he did those which 
Mr. Frere has given) to the number , and did not say anything about 
years f or days. 
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unauthorized, and too early a commencement for the latter 
power, I said within myself, if we wish to know the com¬ 
mencement of the Mahometan period, we must go to the 
Mahometans for it, and the only era which a commentator is 
authorized to assume is their era,—viz., the Hegira, a.d. 
622: then reflecting farther that I had already ascertained 
from Dan. viii. that Mahometanism would terminate a.d. 
1847 ; and having also previously ascertained, and shewn in 
my theory of sacred numbers, that all prophetical periods 
were squares, or cubes, or some other known arithmetical 
form or number, I said to the person who was with.me, 
‘ now if I take 622 from 1847^ I shall find it is a square 
numberI did so, and found that the Mahometan period, 
thus defined, was one of 1225 years; for 1847 less 622, 
makes 1225 : and on trying to extract the square root of this 
number, I found it to be indeed as I had anticipated, an 
exact square, having 35, (the dividing of the sacred number 
70,) for its root, for 35 times 35 make 1225. Now here was 
another credible and unsuspicious testimony to the year 
1847; for I could no more see (having made no previous 
trial) that the difference between that number and 622 would 
be a square number, (except on the principle that it con¬ 
tained the Mahometan period, and therefore was most pro¬ 
bably a square,) than being in England I could read the 
number 2400 as the text of Dan. viii. 14, in the scriptures at 
Bokhara. 

“A third evidence of an equally unsuspicious character 
tending to establish the year 1847, was this; it occurred to 
me on the ground of the date of the Ram and the He-goat 
being significant, as the commencement of the Mahometan 
period of 2400 years, that the year in which the vision of the 
Great Image was seen, might be also significant, as the com¬ 
mencement of some other sacred prophetic period, or square 
number; and I found accordingly upon trial, that from b.c. 
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603, the date of this vision, containing the times of the four 
Gentile monarchies, to a.d. 1798, which I had many years 
before shewn was the date of the pouring out of the third 
Apocalyptic Vial of wrath upon the city of Rome, the metro¬ 
polis of the last of these monarchies, was a square number; 
for b.c. 603 added to a.d. 1798, makes 2401; and 49 times 
49, (or what is the same thing, for the period is a fourth 
power, 7 times 7 times 7 times 7,) also makes 2401, and I 
found farther, that another of these squares, a fiftieth 49, (or 
7 times 7) added to the preceding period, thus ending a.d. 
1798, brought me again down to my former ascertained 
period of the cleansing of the Sanctuary of Jerusalem, a.d. 
1847. 

“The important truth then flashed upon my mind that in 
the 49 times 49, or 2401 years, the period of the vision of the 
Great Tmage, commencing b.c. 603, and ending a.d. 1798, 
I had found the antitype to the 49 years during which and 
for no longer a period, it was permitted by the law to an 
individual of the seed of Abraham to alienate the inheritance 
of his fathers; after which it must necessarily return to him : 
and in like manner in the fiftieth 49, commencing a.d. 1798, 
with the fall of the papal government of Rome, (the Apoca¬ 
lyptic Babylon the antagonist of Jerusalem,) and ending 
a.d. 1847 with the rise of Jerusalem, and the restoration of 
the seed of Abraham to their own land; I had also found the 
antitype to the fiftieth, or Jubilean year, in which under the 
law, in the case of every individual Jew, that restoration was 
effected. 

“ And yet further, having before found by such a remark¬ 
able anticipation, as already explained, that the period from 
the Hegira a.d. 622, to a.d. 1847, was the square number 
1225, for a.d. 622 taken from a.d. 1847, leaves 1225, I 
now found also that from the date of the vision of the Great 
Image, b.c. 603, the commencement of my newly found 
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Jubilean period, to the same date of the Hegira, a.d. 622, 
was the same square period, for b.c. 603 added to a.d. 622 
makes equally 1225; the Hegira, it will be seen, thus dividing 
the whole period of the 2450 years of the times of the Gen¬ 
tiles into two equal squares, each having 35 for its root, the 
sum of the roots making therefore the sacred number 70. 
Thus the re-establishment of the Jews in Jerusalem in the 
year 1847 was found to be doubly indicated in the prophecies 
of Daniel, first by the expiration of the period of the 2450 
years of the vision of the Great Image, as illustrated by the 
type of the Jubilee, proving that the Jews will be restored to 
their own land in that year; and secondly, by the expiration 
of the 2400 years of the vision of the Ram and the He-goat, 
indicating also that the sanctuary at Jerusalem will be 
cleansed in that same year from the abominations of the 
Mahometan superstition. And we have also a third indica¬ 
tion from the nature of the period itself, commencing a.d. 
622, and ending a.d. 1847, as being found to be a square, or 
sacred number.” 

And yet, after all this, the year 1847 passed away, 
as the year 1822 had done, to the confusion of Mr. 
Frere’s predictions. Well might the “Society of Pro¬ 
phetic Students” write to him to know how he took 
it, and what he had to say for this system; especially 
as we have reason to believe that several writers whose 
difference of opinion on other points Mr. Frere pathe¬ 
tically deplores, agreed with him, though on other 
grounds from those which he had adopted, in the 
opinion that great fulfilments of prophecy would take 
place in the year 1847. One of these coincidences is 
really curious, and worth mentioning. 

F 
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Everybody who has paid any attention to the con¬ 
troversy on the true mode of interpreting the prophe¬ 
cies, is aware that those who deny that the 1260 days 
are 1260 years have been charged with opposing “ the 
Protestant interpretation.” This was of course the 
mere clamour of ignorance, which found it easier to 
raise a party cry than to refute an argument; and 
which was better able to influence men’s passions than 
their understandings. It was addressed, however, fre¬ 
quently in honest ignorance, by those, and to those, who 
knew nothing of the opinions of any Protestants out 
of their own little circle, and who had no idea that 
there was scarcely a Lutheran student of prophecy, 
lay or clerical, to be found who would not have treated 
the writings of Mr. Frere, Mr. Faber, and the whole 
school of “year-day” interpreters as baseless dreams. 
What may be the state of things at this moment in 
Germany we are not able to say, but certainly until 
within a few years the prevalent, and almost universal 
belief, rested in the interpretation suggested by Bengel. 
A few words on the history of his system may very pro¬ 
perly follow what we have detailed respecting Mr. 
Frere’s. 

Bengel’s first publication on prophecy was an attack 
on the year-day. It was printed, in the year 1727, in 
the sixth volume of Schelhorn’s Amcenitates Literarice, 
and it was shortly after followed by a work on the 
same subject in German. Some years, however, elapsed 
before his own scheme of interpretation was elaborated 
and given to the public. The long and short of this 
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learned and pious divine’s system seems to have been 
(but our readers will understand that we do not, like 
Mr. Frere, pledge ourselves to be “ intelligible,” though 
we hope we may be sufficiently understood for our 
present purpose) that the numbers in the Apocalypse 
were of two sorts, namely, mystical or natural. So 
that in regard of the times, as one of Bengel’s most 
admiring followers observes, “ Since we understand the 
natural times, we may bring the mystical (geheimen pro- 
phetischen) into their terms, as soon as we get a key to 
the proportion which the latter bear to the former.” 
Such a key was found (we will not stay to enquire 
how) in the number of the beast. Those who are not 
satisfied with reading what we have given of Mr. 
Frere’s numerical exercises, may examine the processes 
by which Bengel arrived at his “Apocalyptic Pro¬ 
gression.” They are tedious and puzzling enough, and 
it is sufficient for our purpose to give the result This 
was that the numbers of apocalyptic times formed a 
regular progression, which looked so strange on paper 
that people found it irresistible. 


A half-Time.111$ years. 

A Time {ttaipog) . 222$ „ 

A Time, and a half. 333$ „ 

Two Times. 444$ „ 


A half period (half \p6vo q) . 555-1- ,, 

The Number of the Beast. 666f „ 

A Time, Times, and half-a-Time . . . 777} „ 

A Short Time (6\lyog icatpog) .... 888f „ 

A Thousand Years. 999$ „ 

f 2 
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The “ time no longer,” ovkIti xpovog, or no 

whole period between, 999$ and . . . llll-J- years. 

A Period (\povo c).llll£ „ 

An A3on, or double period (alwv) . . . 2222-f- „ 

“Thus an accurate consideration of the text dis¬ 
covers a regularly ascending series of periods, as here 
stated. The difficulty that a ‘short time’ (ch. xii. 12) 
should denote the long space of 888f years, is done 
away by considering that our computation is by half¬ 
times (viz. 111^). Now, the ancients used to reckon 
no less than seven to the completion of a time (xatpoe); 
hence, four times (or 222-| x 4) might easily be deno¬ 
minated ‘ a short time,’ o\lyog naip6g e ." 

One thing is very certain, and another not less so— 
first, that Bengel was an eminently learned, pious, and 
talented man; and the other, that he thought he had 
made great discoveries, or rather believed that peculiar 
disclosures had been made to him, which he received 
as good gifts from the Father of Lights, with true gra¬ 
titude and humility. He wrote to J. F. Reuss:— 

“ Dec. 22, 1724. 

“ It is impossible for me to withhold from you a disclosure, 
which, however, I must request you to keep entirely to your¬ 
self. By the help of the Lord, I have found the number of 
the Beast. It is six hundred and sixty-six years , from a.d. 
1143 to a.d. 1809.” 

6 Memoir of the Life and Writings of Bengel, by Bark; trans¬ 
lated from the German by the Rev. R. F. Walker, 1837 ; p. 290. 
The biographer puts this passage in marks of quotation, but does 
not say whence it is derived. Perhaps he might have made it 
clearer. What it means we do not know. 
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In a few years, however, he published ; and the fol¬ 
lowing passage (which his biographer gives us without 
the date, but which was probably written about the 
year 1740), is very curious, as shewing that the good 
man was not more mistaken in the interpretation itself, 
than in his anticipations of the reception which it 
would meet with. 

“ The Great Tribulation, which the primitive church looked 
for from the future Antichrist, is not arrived, but is very 
near; for the predictions of the Apocalypse, from the tenth 
to the fourteenth chapter, have been fulfilling for many cen¬ 
turies ; and the principal point stands clearer and clearer in 
view, that within another hundred years the great expected 
change of things may take place. Even though within the 
next five years the Beast’s chronological number should still 
remain unexpired, such a failure in our apocalyptical calcu¬ 
lations is no more than the crack of a pane in the window of 
a large edifice. Still let the remainder stand, especially the 
great termination which I anticipate for 1836. Let the 
periods intervening issue as they may—they are only the 
woof of my system, not the warp : the latter is good, though 
the former, I am well aware, has its defects. On every point 
I do not insist with equal assurance; but I lay the total, such 
as it is, before the public; and let posterity consider it for 
themselves—correcting some parts, and confirming others, as 
experience of fulfilment shall direct. I have long made up 
my mind as to my explanations of the Apocalypse,—that 
they will seem to have come to nothing, so soon after I am 
dead, and that my very name, as one of its expositors, will 
fall into disrepute,—nevertheless, a time will arrive when the 
truth of my allegations will be recognised with the seal of 
public approval.”— Memoir , p. 316. 
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Far from realizing these expectations, Bengel’s sys¬ 
tem became popular and wide-spread. His fame and 
his work were made known by men of different nations. 
His German biographer tells us :— 

“ Among them we have to recognise foreign labourers with 
those of our own country. The first of the former was Dr. 
John Robertson, an English physician, who published by 
subscription a volume of extracts, translated from Bengel’s 
work upon the Apocalypse.”—p. 337. 

He also states that “ the subscribers to that publica¬ 
tion amounted to six hundred persons of considerable 
distinction in England; and it was set on foot chiefly 
at the instance of the Rev. John Wesley.” He goes 
on to say— 

“In Denmark, John Hammer composed a treatise, en¬ 
titled ‘Synopsis Explicationis Bengelianae Apocalypticae; 
and translated the ‘ Sixty Addresses’ into Danish, to which 
he requested J. F. Reuss to write a preface ; who, however, 
advised him to get printed and prefixed for that purpose 
Bengel’s little piece, entitled, 4 Discipuli de temporibus.’ 
These same c Sixty Addresses’ were likewise translated into 
Wendish, by John Lahode; but we have no information as 
to whether those translations were ever printed.”—p. 338. 

But neither was Bengel without honour in his own 
country. His biographer proceeds:— 

“ In Germany, the ‘ Exposition of the Apocalypse,’ says 
Bengel, ‘ became rapidly circulated; and while many authors 
undertook to examine and illustrate it in a variety of ways, 
many others were busy in writing against it. His contem- 
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poraries, Muller of Dresden, and rector Jager of Kyrn, near 
Treves, drew up tables after his apocalyptical system; but 
the latter thought it right to differ from Bengel in some re¬ 
spects, as in maintaining that Antichrist has been typified 
for several centuries, by his precursors the popes; that the 
two witnesses will in like manner have many special pre¬ 
cursors; and that consequently their 1260 days are to be 
understood as a prophetic period, (commencing from about 
a.d. 1156, and ending about a.d. 1833,) as likewise their 
forty and two months; which he thought apply to a treading 
down, not of Jerusalem, but of the nominally Christian 
church. Moreover, C. Charles Lewis Von Pfeil, and John 
George Biihrlin, pastor of Arlesried, published Bengel's 
system, the former in verse, the latter in question and 
answer. As this catechetical work was cheap, and drawn up 
very plainly and simply, it became extensively circulated, and 
passed through several editions. Biihrlin kept to Bengel's 
views in every respect; only he expressed the same opinion 
which many others had previously entertained, namely, that 
Bengel himself might be the third angel . (Rev. xiv. 9.) He 
also expected the number 666 to terminate in a.d. 1784; 
and that the period of the non-existence of the Beast would 
last till a.d. 1832. In a new edition of this little book, 
printed at Reutlingen, by Kurz, in 1827, we learn that 
Ernest Bengel (our prelate's son) found fault with it, be¬ 
cause, that after asserting what was no other than Bengel's 
own opinion, namely, that the first millennium will commence 
in 1836, and terminate in 2836, and that the second will 
commence in 2836, and terminate in 3836, it denied that 
Bengel held this opinion; and added, that though Menken 
of Bremen, and many others, had affirmed that Bengel had 
advanced it, yet Bengel had gone no farther than to speak of 
a primary millennium, and a secondary millennium running 
on collaterally."—p. 338. 
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So mistaken was Bengel’s impression that soon after 
his death his very name would fall into disrepute as an 
Expositor of the Apocalypse, that the system and name 
were continued, or rather renewed, twenty years after 
his death by his son. 

“ Another very popular work upon the Apocalypse was 
that of his son, entitled c An Expository Paraphrase of the 
Revelation of Jesus Christ, according to the late Dr. John 
Albert Bengel’s Exposition of the Apocalypse, and to his 
sixty Practical Addresses, by Ernest Bengel, M.A., pastor of 
Zavelstein: Leipsic, printed by Ulrich Christian Saalbach, 
1772; anew edition of which was published at Reutlingen, 
in 1825. This paraphrase closely abides by the whole of 
Bengel’s interpretations.”—p. 340. 

And still the popularity continued and increased:— 

“ Likewise the following works coincided with Bengel in 
principal matters, but varied from him in minor ones—1. A 
Treatise f On the True Use of the Apocalypse, by Fehr; 
with a Preface by Crusius.’—2. * An Introduction to a more 
clear understanding of the Apocalypse, (or Revelation of 
Jesus Christ,) in its chronological and historical predictions; 
shewing that Bengel’s system of interpretation is the true 
one. In two volumes. By George Frederic Fein, Privy 
Councillor of Baden. Karlsruhe, 1784.’ A second edition 
was published in 1808, by Macklott. This edition introduces 
historical and mathematical reasoning, to confirm Bengel’s 
system of interpretation; and, indeed, what may be said in 
favour of it, is nowhere so fully brought together, and so 
clearly arranged, as in this work. Fein likewise adheres to 
Bengel throughout, with the exception of a few unimportant 
alterations of dates.Of a similar kind were several 
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works of the W iirtemberg prelate, Magnus Frederic Roos. 
They were grounded upon Bengel’s interpretation, and were 
designed to accumulate its historical and scriptural-proofs, or 
to set them in a new light.”—p. 340. 

The system was not, however, without opposition. 
It was anonymously attacked, in 1788, by Pfeiffer; 
who did not, however, propose anything like the “ Pro¬ 
testant” interpretation of the English school, and who 
no doubt contributed to promote the interest which it 
still excited. 

Ten years after, the scheme was taken up with all 
his natural enthusiasm by Professor Jung, more com¬ 
monly known by the name of Stilling, who was then 
one of the most popular writers of the day. With his 
characteristic simplicity, he tells us that one Sunday 
morning in the month of March, 1798, he had resolved 
not to go to church, but to work at his “ Grey Man,” 
—a periodical, by means of which he was endeavouring 
to oppose the infidel and revolutionary doctrines which 
were abroad. In particular he had resolved to write 
something relating to the Apocalypse. So he took in 
hand the Karlsruhe book mentioned in the fore¬ 
going extract, to prepare himself; and (to he brief) he 
sat down, and wrote what came to be two octavo 
volumes, “entitled,” says his biographer, “The Victo¬ 
ries and Ultimate Triumph of Christianity, being a 
familiar exposition of the Revelation of St. John. 
Nuremberg, 1799 ; and in the Supplement to it, 
printed in 1805,” p. 347. Perhaps there were interme¬ 
diate editions, but one before us was printed at Nurem- 
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berg, 1822, and the copy contains a further attestation 
of the popularity of the book in the form of an Index, 
consisting of 128 pages, by M. Traugott Lebereclit 
Kampfe, pastor in Langenberg, printed at the same 
place, in 1812. 

Stilling was an enthusiastic admirer, and pretty close 
follower of Bengel 7 , though he differed on some points, 
in that he maintained “ that the millennium must com¬ 
mence in the year 1816 8 .” 

Bengel had very plainly and honestly said, “ Should 
the year 1836 pass away without any such remarkable 
change in public affairs as I have anticipated, some 
fundamental mistake in the arrangement of my system 
must be sought after.” This was plain and straight¬ 
forward ; and it may be hoped and well believed, that 
if he had lived to see that the year from which he ex¬ 
pected so much did so pass away, he would have 
frankly acknowledged his error. But before the year 
1836 arrived, a modification of the system (still the 
popular and prevalent one) was made, which provided 
against its destruction, supposing that even by that 
most unfortunate event, it should occur. This modifi¬ 
cation is, indeed, one of the circumstances which have 

7 In his Introduction, after giving the Apocalyptic progression, 
which we have extracted, he breaks forth, “jezt ist dieses be- 
wundemswiirdige System vollstandig, und man wird in meiner 
folgenden Erklarung der Apocalypse sehen, wie genau es zutrifft; 
und was es in astronomischen Berechnungen leistet, das findet man 
in oftgedachtem Carlsruher Buch ausfiirlich, so dass mans ohne 
Erstaunen nicht lesen kann.”—p. 17. 

* Memoirs, p. 349. 
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induced us to refer to the history of the Bengelian 
system on the present occasion ; for it led to a coinci¬ 
dence which is certainly very curious. It may be 
observed that the Memoirs of Bengel, already so fre¬ 
quently referred to, were published in the year 1831; 
and, of course, before the test which Bengel himself 
had suggested could be applied. The biographer, 
after speaking of Stilling’s modifications of the scheme, 
says: 

“ A middle way between Bengel and Stilling was lately tried 
by the Rev. Fred. Sander, pastor of Wichlingshausen, near 
Elberfeld, in his work entitled ‘ An Attempt at Exposition of 
the Revelation of St. John/ (Stuttg., pub. by J. F. Steinkopf, 
1829.) This writer accords with Stilling that the messages to 
the seven churches foreshew seven periods of church history, 
but he rejects the notion of a second millennium; and, leaving 
the general system of apocalyptic periods as Bengel had 
settled it, he briefly states his opinion that the number 665, 
the duration of the papal power, commenced in the reign of 
Pope Alexander III., and in that year of his reign when his 
title became generally acknowledged, namely, a.d. 1177; 
and that it lasts to a.d. 1843; consequently that the millen¬ 
nial kingdom may be expected to commence in a.d. 1847, 
and not before.”—p. 350. 

We know not whether it is possible that the pastor 
of Wichlingshausen should have received a letter from 
any “ Society of Prophetic Students,” enquiring how he 
meant to get out of his calculations and predictions; 
but if he did, we hope he found some better explana¬ 
tion than Mr. Frere’s, which seems to amount to this 
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—that though the things which he predicted would 
happen in 1822, and then 1847, did not occur at either 
of these periods, yet we may depend on his assurance 
that they will take place about twenty years hence. 
Whether the Students of Prophecy who applied to 
him will be satisfied with his acknowledgment, that he 
“found it necessary” to make a “second alteration” by 
“ the further removal of this seventh vial,” and that, 
having done so, the matter is quite set to rights, re¬ 
mains to be seen. 


The foregoing remarks on Mr. Frere’s works were, 
as I have stated, published in the year 1848, and not 
without hope that they might elicit some discussion, 
and explanation. They did not, however, as far as I 
know, attract the attention of either Mr. Frere or of 
the “ Society of Prophetic Students.” Perhaps they 
were able to explain everything to each other, to their 
mutual satisfaction; and when I began the reprinting 
of this Tract on Antichrist, I did not know that either 
party had published anything since the work of Mr. 
Frere which I had reviewed. 

Indeed it is only very lately that the more recent 
work on Mr. Frere’s System, to which I have already 
alluded (p. 54), has reached me. It is dated 1850; 
but within these few months I had made enquiry of 
Mr. Frere’s publisher, whether Mr. Frere had published 
anything since the year 1848; and I was informed that 
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he had not—a mistake very naturally arising from the 
fact which I have already stated, that the work is 
really and avowedly that of another person to whom 
Mr. Frere furnished materials with permission to pub¬ 
lish them. I only mention this to explain why I did 
not know of it sooner. 

It consists, however, chiefly of the text of the Apo¬ 
calypse with a brief running commentary stating Mr. 
Frere’s interpretation of such parts as he undertakes to 
interpret, or the editor thinks proper to select. Only 
one passage seems to be worth quoting in connexion 
with the subject of the foregoing remarks. 

It is that referring to the blessing on him who 
waiteth and cometh to the 1335 days in the twelfth 
chapter of Daniel; “ that is,” we are told, “ who shall 
wait to seventy-five years from the termination of the 
1260 years in the year 1792-3, or to a.d. 1867-8, 
when the Millennium will commence.” p. 140. I 
copy the dogma as it stands without knowing how the 
“ certainty ” which it expresses has been attained. In¬ 
deed I think the candid reader will forgive me if I 
confess that I have not very laboriously enquired. 


THE END. 


Gilbert & Rivington, Printers, St. John’s Square, London. 
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